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of persons, who, in defiance of law, entered upon 
the public lands, with the view of obtaining from 
Congress undue advantages, to which they were 
not entitled. He should vote for referring the 
resolutions to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, said, the reso- 
lutions had three objects. The first was a re- 
duction of the price of the public lands; the sec- 
ond regarded preémption rights to actual settlers; 
and the third proposed a new class of cases—to 
grant preémption rights to those who signify an 
intention to become setilers. He considered the two 
former points already properly referred, and as to 
the third proposition it ought not to be seriously 
entertained by the House. He therefore moved 
to lay the resolutions on the table; but withdrew 
the motion at the request of 

Mr. CLAY, who desired to correct a misap- 
prehension, The proposition of his colleague 
[Mr. Lewis] had been assimilated to the one | 
offered by another colleague [Mr. McKinvey] 
on yesterday. This was not the fact. The one 
proposed an inquiry; the other was an instruc- 
tion to the Land Committee to bring ina bill of a | 
specific character. 

Mr. LEWIS had examined the several propo- 


sitions which had already been referred, regard- | 
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| ‘of the protest of the bill drawn on the French 


| «Government by the Treasury Department:”’ 


I have the honor to report, that the only cor- | 


'respondence on those subjects not heretofore | 


communicated to Congress, which has taken | 
lace between the President of the Bank of the 
nited States and this Department, consists on 
his part of two letters, one received here on the 
28th, and the other on the 30th ultimo. 
That which related to the damages and the 
course pursued by the bank en account of the 


protest of the bill drawn on the French Govern- | 


ment, being deemed of most public importance, 


| has been answered, and copies of his letter, and 


| the reply of this Department, are herewith com- | 


| municated. 


ing the public lands. They were not identical | 


with the one which he had proposed. He had 
proposed an inquiry in the usual mode. By 


voling for the inquiry, no member would becom- || 


mitted in regard to the measures which might be | 


recommended by the Land Committee. They 


would be at liberty to oppose any such measure. | 


It was the only method whereby he could bring 
his proposition before the House. It had been 





said that one branch of the proposed inquiry | 


should not be entertained by the House. 
certainly no reflection upon this House, nor was 


It was | 


itextravagant in its terms—not as much so as | 


one which was presented yesterday. It had ref- 


erence to lands which had already been offered || 


for sale. He hoped that inquiry would not be 


stifled, and that courtesy at least would induce | 


gentlemen to allow his proposition to go to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. REED said the gentleman last up supposed | 
that the adoption of his resolutions was the only | 


mode by which he could reach his object. 
was mistaken. The bill would bring up the 
whole subject, and if it did not suit the gentle- 
man’s views, he could offer an amendment em- 
bracing his present, or any other proposition, It 


He 


Was not customary to ask a committee to alter | 


their own bill. 
that object by offering amendments. 


The usual practice was to effect | 


Mr. WHITTLESEY, of Ohio, reminded the | 


House that this day was set apart by the rules | 


for the consideration of 


rivate bills. He there- | 


fore moved to proceed with the orders of the day; | 


which was agreed to—yeas 99, nays 51. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a mes- 


sage from the President of the United States, in- | 


| 


closing (pursuant to a resolution of the House) | 
sundry documents in relation to the destruction | 


of the late Treasury building by fire. 


_On motion of Mr. POLK, the said communica- | 
tion was referred to the Committee on the Public | 


Buildings. 
BANK OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the 
following communication from the Secretary of 
the Treasury: 

Treasury DepartTMent, 
December 12, 1834. 

In obedience to a resolution of the House of 
Representatives, passed the 11th instant, 

“That the Secretary of the Treasury be di- 
‘rected to communicate to the House of Repre- 
‘ sentatives, as soon as practicable, copies of the 
_ correspondence, not heretofore communicated, 

which has taken place between him and the pres- 


‘ident of the Bank of the United States, on the | 
subject of the branch drafts, and in relation to | 
the bank for damages, and | r ; 

by that institution on account |! warrant of distress against the party in default, 


‘the claim made b 
* the course pursue 
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The other letter related to the late circular from || 
the- Treasury, declining to receive the branch | 
drafts in payment of the public dues after the | 


close of the present year; and as it wished the 
Department distinctly to ** understand it is not at 


| all against the measure itself, but only the reasons 


assigned for it, that any objection is made,” 
there did not seem to be much public necessity 
for hastening a reply. 


permit, one shall be completed, and copies of bot 
transmitted to the House of Representatives. 
I have the honor to be, very respectfully, your 
obedient servant, 
LEVI WOODBURY, 
Secretary of the Treasury. 
Hon. Jonn Betz, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 
Bank or THE Unitep States, 
November 28, 1834. 
Sir: Your favor of the 13th of July last reached 
the bank during my absence; and finding on my 


return that my letters addressed to you at Wash- | 


ington had been published in the newspapers of 
Nashville, it seemed useless to prolong a discus- 
sion which could only inflame the passions of 
the country ia the midst of its elections. 
therefore, forborne to answer your letter unul the 
time had passed for the repetition of a similar 
appeal from the laws. 
‘he whole case appears to be exceedingly 
simple. 
the Treasury and the bank about the damages on 
a bill of exchange. 
which depends on the existing laws, and the acts 


of Congress provide specifically before what tri- | 


bunal, and in what manner, the question must be 


tried. Thus, by the act of the 3d of March, || coupled with the hostile position the bank had 


|| assumed, it was supposed that you did not con- 


1797, it is provided that, if any person account- 
able for public money fails to pay it, ** it shall be 


‘the duty of the comptroller, and he is hereby | 


‘required, to institute suit for the recovery of the 
‘same,’’ and in sucha suit * no claim fora credit 


‘shall be admitted upon trial, but such as shall | 


‘ appear to have been presented to the accounting 
‘ othcers of the Treasury for their examination, 


The bank has accordingly presented its account 
for damages, which has been disallowed. 
then retained a sufficient amount of public money 
for the purpose, and invited a suit by the ‘T'reas- 
ury, so as to bring the subject before the court. 
It did this, and so stated it, *‘ as the best if not 
the only mode”’ of settling the question. But as 
the money itself was an object of indifference to 
the bank, which sought only to vindicate its own 
rights, and the retaining it was a mere form to 
comply with the act of Congress, the bank at the 
same time requested, from the Secretary, to know 
whether there was “ any other mode of submit- 
‘ting the rights of the respective parties to the 
‘ judicial tribunals more acceptable” to him—and 
would instantly have released the money on any 
arrangement with the Treasury to bring the case 
before the courts. 


There is a still more summary process of ob- | 


taining a decision. By the act of Congress of 
May 15, 1820, if the public money be withheld, 
the First Comptroller of the Treasury can issue a 
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| its duty, is content. 
| the bank will always be ready to prove, 


But as soon as the great | 
pressure of the current business in this office se 
1 


i” ° 
| Treasury resorts to the proper tribunal, 


[ have, | 


There is a difference of opinion between | 


This is a matter of account | 


( | ment till the da 
‘and by them disallowed in whole or in part.’’ |, h 


eS gage 
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who may then appeal to the courts of the United 
States. 

_ Either of these courses is open to the Execu- 
tive. Ifit chooses neither, the bank, having done 
Before the proper tribunal, 


1. That the bill of exchange on the French 
Government was drawn without the slightest au- 
thority whatever from that Government to draw 
it, 

2. That the bank proposed to the Treasury to 
collect the money as its agent—and not to pay it 


| until it was received from France, thus avoiding 


the very embarrassment which has occurred; but 
this the Treasury declined, and requested the im- 
mediate payment by the bank as a purchaser. 

3. That of the money so paid by the bank the 
whole wasimmediately appropriated by the Treas- 
ury, and a part used in the current expenses of 
the Government. 

4. That when the bill was protested in Paris, 
as was inevitable, and the money paid by the 
agents of the bank, to save the credit of the Trews. 
urys the claim of damages by the bank was an 
indispensable act of duty, as that alone would 
enable the Treasury to claim damages from the 
French Government, which, if the Treasury had 
any right to draw at all, was as much due as the 
principal, 

5. That the universal and inflexible rule of the 


| Treasury is to make every one pay damages; and 
| as it had required of the stockholders of the bank 


to pay damages, when their bills sold to the 
Treasury have been protested, so should it now 


| pay damages to those stockholders, when they in 


turn have bought a bill from the Treasury which 
becomes protested. 


All this will be made manifest whenever the 


Unul 


then, it seems unjust to prejudge the question, 


| and quite fruitless to, discuss it. 


I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
N. BIDDLE, President. 
Hon. Levi Woopsury, 


| Secretary of the Treasury, Washington, D. C. 


La 
Treasury Department, 
December 1), 1834. 
~ , . . 2 
Sir: Your communication of the 28th ultimo, 


_ acknowledging the receipt of my letter of the 13th 
| of July last, relative to the detention of the public 
dividends by the Bank of the United States, was 


duly received. 
After a silence of more than four months, 


template entering into further correspondence in 
respect to this subject, and especially was it sup- 


_ posed, that a correspondence would not be re- 


sumed with an avowed view to any explanations 
or new arrangements at so late a period—that 
your communication could not reach this Depart- 
previous to that session ot 


Congress to which you had been early apprised 


|, a report would be made on the whole of the pro- 
It has || 


ceedings of the bank in this extraordinary trans- 
action. 

Presuming, therefore, that the bank ought to 
have felt all the reluctance expressed in your let- 
| ter ‘* to prolong a discussion”’ on that transaction, 

which cannot but be admitted, from its unpreee- 
| dented and unjustifiabie character, was well calcu- 
lated to ‘inflame the passions of the country,”’ 
_and that this circumstance might naturally have 
led to the postponement of a reply till after ‘* the 
_elections,’’ yet no reason is assigned in your ex- 
planation, whatever may be the reason conjec- 
tured by others, for the failure to forward that 
reply immediately after the popular elections had 
terminated, and in season for a suitable examina- 
tion of its contents before Congress convened. 
But it would be unjust to the bank not to return 
thanks for the very considerate sentiment ex- 
pressed in your apology for the first delay—a wish 
not ** to prolong a discussion which would only 
inflame the passions of the country in the midst of 
its elections.”’ This Department regrets that so 
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powerful a corporation —though perhaps unable 
to restrain, and the efore not so responsible for 
the haranzues of some of its advocates, on what- 
ever days, places, or occasions—lad not, in its 
own resolutions, reports of , and es- 
says and pamphiets, published by is pr 
under a vote ** to cause to be prepared and circu- 
lated such documents and papers as may com- 
municate to the people information in r rard to 
the nature and operauons of Un Bank’’—coarlier 
used a little more effort to practice tie same for- 
bearance from attempting ‘* to inflame the pas- 
sions of the country.’’ Hlow fitly the Bank can 
now become the censor of the President or this 
Department for also communicating * to the peo- 
ple information on the nature and operations of 
the bank,’’ and that information consisting only 
of official correspondence on both sides—must be 
left to others to decide. 

Your last letter having at length been received, 
and having, a appears, been alae ady sentto ** Une 
newspapers”’ by the bank, without waiting fora 
reply, and before onc, in the great pressure of 
business at this season, could be expected, its 
contents are in some particulars found to be so 
very extraordinary in their tone, in their allu- 
sions, and assertions, that, unpleasant, as the task 
is, this Department has, under all the eireum- 
stances, felt constrained to submit such remarks 
in relation to them as are deemed appropriate, 
and as seem imperatively to be required. The 
bank may, therefore, sir, restassured, that though 
vour letter arrived so late as to prevent the sub- 






eommittes 


ident, 


mission of it to the President before preparing 


before his opinion was requested on the case, and 
as to deprive the undersigned from offering any 
due comment on itin his report to Congress con- 
cerning this subject, yet, in relation to the affairs 
of which it treats, an ** appeal from the laws”’ has 
never, as you appear to intimate, been made by 
this Departme nt, nor is one in contemplation. 
Any such ** appeal’’ is left to those who, without 
the sanction of an appropriation by Congress, or 
without a legal precept, seize upon the public 
property, and convert it to their private emolu- 
ment. But, after a violation of the rights of the 
United States, and a diversion of its revenue from 
the ‘Treasury and the public service into the 
vuults of the bank, if the latter expects that the 
Chief Executive Magistrate of the Union, or the 
Secretary of the Treasury, will be silent, and not 
communicate early and full information concern- 
ing the outrage to the people and their represent- 
atives—and that those public officers are to be 
deterred from this discharge of a solemn duty, 
because the bank entertainsan opinion, that ¢ uch 
a course is an ** appeal from the laws,’’ you have 
yet to learn, that both the character of that Chief 
Magistrate, and the obligations of duty enter- 
tained by this Department, have been greatly 
misapprehended, 

In proceeding to the other contents of your 
letter, itis conceded with you, ** that the whole 
case appears exceedingly simple.’’ The bank 
sets up a claim against the United States. It is 
presented and disallowed by the accounting ofii- 
cers, because considered in itself neither equitable 
nor legal; because it had never received the sanc- 
tion of the United States by an appropriation; 
and because, if just, no branch of the Govern- 
ment, except Congress, had any constitutional 
power to authorize its payment, 

Thereupon, the bank, instead of resorting to 
Congress for that sanction, proceeded without 
it, and without any legal precept, to seize on the 
dividends belonging to the United States, and to 
convert them to its private use. The vital error 
of the bank on this subject appears to have been 
in supposing that the Treasury and its account- 
ing officers were anything but mere agents of 
Congress to superintend the settlement of what 
has been appropriated. If, on the solicitation of 
the bank, or any individual, however powerful, 
they allowed or settled anything else than what 
had been sanctioned by an appropriation, it would 
manifestly be conniving at peculation, or a mis- 
application of the public money. It must be 
well known to the bank that the first and proper 
inquiry at the Treasury to every applicant is, 
where is the appropriation to pay the claim? 
And, next, where is the evidence of its correet- 
ness, under the appropriation ? 


HE 


»pre It seems rather | 
unreasonable to insist that the Treasury pos- ' 
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sesses almost unlimited power when the bank I withholding in its possession the money of the 


wants favors, but to deny to it almost all power 
when apprehending danger from it. 


Besides all the decisive reasons against the rep- 


rehensible conduct of the bank in this transaction, 
which are contained in the late message of the 
President, and in the opinion of the Attorney 
General, the bank, if it possesses, as has been 
intimated, another controverted claim against the 
United States, for the removal of the public de- 
posits, might, on this principle, in order to dis- 
charge it, or atone for any oe wrong, 
not only refuse to pay over dividends, but refuse, 
to the amount claimed, the payment of its notes 


or bills received by the Treasury for the public | 
revenue; and when this consideration is weighed | 


it will readily be seen that the whole operations 
of the Government, in war and in peace, while, by 
law, the notes of the bank must be received for 
the public revenue, are liable, at the pleasure of 
the bank, to be paralyzed, and the public faith 
there by violated. 

\fter these objections, and when the common, 
the equitable, and constitutional tribunal of Con- 
rress was, and still is, for the bank, as for a! 
other claimants againstthe Government similarly 
situated, open for a resort to obtain damages—it 
is lamented, that he bank was so inconsiderately 
advised as to appeal to this other course, so novel, 
dangerous, and unnecessary, of seizing upon the 
public revenue, as being in your opinion * the 
best, if not only course of settling the question.”’ 
You state further, that this has been done by the 
bank only ** to vindicate its own rights,’? when 
no case 1s believed to exist where a person not 
receiving money as an officer or contractor of the 
Government, or money not previously granted by 


Cougress under some special or general appro- || 
priation, (in which mode the bank did not receive | 


these dividends,) has ever been able to ‘‘ vindi- |; Congress, or into some arrangement to submit to 


cate’’ his supposed ‘ rights,’’ by retaining the 


money to meet avy claims, however well founded, | 


against the Government; and when application 
by the bank for relief in this case had never been 
presented to Congress, and refused, so as to 
furnish the slightest apology for being obliged, in 
order to procure redress, to resort to this unusual 
remedy. 

But if the views of the Department on this pro- 


ceeding be erroneous, much gratification would | 


be derived from having the particular act and 
clause quoted by the bank, on which it relies in 
making the assertion, that ‘* the retaining of this 
money was a mere form to contply with the act of 
Congress.”’ This Department has not been so 
fortunate as to discover any statute, and much less 
the one cited of March 3, 1797, which requires 
of a claimant against the Government, that he 


should, in a controverted case, seize its property | 
in order **to comply with the act of Congress;”’ || 


nor any statute which authorizes, recognizes, or 
palliates such seizure, in order to force the Gov- 
ernment into a law-suit, and thus, through the 


ment of doubtful claims, to which no money has 
been appropriated, nor legislative sanction given. 
The proposition of the bank to make some ar- 
rangement to have this question brought ** before 


| the courts,’’ and the assurance now given that, 


in such event, it ‘*would immediately have re- 
leased the money,’’ would have deserved much 
more attention and stronger confidence had this 
assurance been more promptly given, and that 
amicable disposiuon now manifest been earlier 


evineed by the bank, in having at least requested | 


such an arrangement before the dividends were 
withheld, Before committing that aggression, the 


bank was not pleased even to notify the Treasury 


that it wished the question of damages settled by 
litigation, and it communicated not the slightest 
inumation of adesire to make any ‘arrangement 


with the ‘Treasury to bring the case before the |; 
But the bank having, on these points, | 


courts. 

preserved perfect silence, and the Department 
and Congress having thus been lulled into secu- 
rity ull after the adjournment of the latter, then 
suddenly, and without previous notice, a por- 


tion of the accruing revenue, estimated and ex- | 


pected to aid in meeting the large appropri: tions 
whieh had just been made, and to pay the resi- 
due of the public debt, was withheld by the bank, 
and was not offered to be restored tll after the 
termination of asuit, probably protracted for many 


‘years. Afier committing that aggression, and stil 


| different to the money itself. 





United States, the bank then, and not tiil then, 
‘*invited’’ this Department to bring the subject of 
the damages in some way before the courts, and 
thus indirectly to sanction the appeal of the bank 
from the authority of Congress over this matt r, 
and to acquiesce, tll adjusted by litigation, in the 
bank’s unprecedented and ruinous course as to 
the public revenue —a course involving a principle 
which, under all the circumstances of this case, 
if once adopted, might disorganize our whole 
collections, by the seizure of them, without leeal 
precept, under one pretense or another, and, as 
previously explained, place even our disburse- 
ments, so far as the public funds consist of Uni. 
ted States bank notes, at the sole mercy of an 
irritated and unscrupulous corporation. But this 
the Department could not sanction, however ur- 
gently **invited,’’ without proving faithless to 
every principle of public duty and public safety, 
Late as even that invitation, it is remarkable that 
your letters expressed nothing about the money 
itself * being an object of indifference to the 
bank,”’ or that it ‘* would instantly have released 
the money in any arrangement with the Treas- 
ury to bring the case before the courts.’’ On the 
contrary, though some persons may, for some 
time, have apprehended, from certain circum- 
stances, that money was * an object of indifference 
to the bank,’ in comparison with some other 
objects, yetitisdifficultto discover ‘*whatrights” 
the bank then sought to ** vindicate,’’ except its 


'rights to the money, and why it should be so 


tenacious of its rights to the money, and so in- 
By your corre- 
spondence, at that time, the money appears to 
have been withheld with the express view to force 
the Department into a consent to pay the contro- 
verted damages claimed, without any sanction by 


the judiciary, for decision, a question which, 
under the Constitution and the circumstances of 


the case, belongs to Congress alone, and, after 


that decision, and not till then, if unfavorable, to 
make a restoration of the dividendsthe bank had 
so unexpectedly seized, in derogation of the laws. 


| It was not ‘until the time had passed for the 


repetition of a similar appeal from the laws”? by 
the bank to cover its other intimated claim for 
damages, on account of the removal of the de- 
eae with any probable hope of public appro- 
bation in favor of its new mode of aiding the 
fiscal operations of the Government, and not till 


after those ** elections’? to which you refer may, 
in your opinion, have terminated so disastrously 


to its hopes, that the bank professed a perfect 
‘* indifference’’ about the money, and a willing- 
ness to release it, in case an arrangement was 
effected for a suit at law. 

How a suit could still proceed, and the moncy 
be first released or repaid, must be left to the 
bank for further explanation, as it is incompre- 


‘hensible to this Department, unless effected 
agency of the judiciary, attempt to effect the pay- || 


through some fictitious case, to be agreed on, in 


order to deprive Congress of its constitutional 


power over appropriations to settle contested 


| claims against the United Slates, and which agree- 


ment, you may rest assured, that this Department 
has as little inclination as it has legitimate power 
to make. 

It may be proper, then, to state further and dis- 


| tinctly, that the submission of the whole case to the 


wisdom and authority of Congress appears to the 
Treasury to be the only suitable course; and that 
it cannot enter into any arrangement in relation 
to the subject, except to receive, as requested in 
its communication to the bank in July last, the 
dividends duc to the United States, and to refer 
the bank, as is done with other claimants in sim- 
ilar cases, to the justice of Congress for any dam- 
ages demanded on the bill of exchange beyond 
the actual expenses and costs incurred. The ac- 
knowledgments of this Department should not be 
omitted for your kindness in pointing out moxe 
than one mode that might be pursued in the 
courts of law against the bank; but, as the advice 
of an opposing party is not always safest, and as 
Congress is competent to give directions upon the 
claim of the United States, and is considered the 
proper tribunal for adjusting the claim of the 
con ¢, your benevolent suggestions will, it is 
feared, prove unavailing; especially, since the 
summary process to which you now allude, be- 
sides being open to other objecuons, is in express 
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terms, and by a decision of the courts, applicable | 


to the case only of debtors, who, unlike the bank 
in this instance, obtain possession of the public 
money, in their capacity of public officers. What 
may be the design now in making, * for obtaining 
a decision,’’a proposition, which would doubtless 
fail if accepted, is best known to yourselfand such 
« distinguished’? counsel of the Bank as you cite 
to this Depariment, m your other published letter 
of the 26th ultimo. It must be admitted, that the 
bank, in the next place, evinces great frankness 
in proceeding to disclose, under five separate spe- 
cifications, what it expects to prove on trial, 
Whether there is much likelihood that this ex- 
pectation will ever be realized, others must de- 
cide: but the ingeniousness in stating beforehand 
to the opposite party what is to be proved against 
him, should not pass without due commendation, 
though it is regretted that, under all the circum- 
stances, a suspicion—it may be an unjust one— 
has arisen, that the statement was made rather 
with a view to be immediately laid before the 
community by the bank, either to ‘ inflame the 
passions’’ or to forestall public opinion on those 


points before a reply was received from this De- | 


partment, 

In laying down the first — which the 
bank asserts it ** will always be ready to prove,”’ 
viz: ** that the bill of exchange onthe French Gov- 
ernment was drawn without the slightestauthority 
whatever from that Government,’’ it is feared that 


the zeal of the bank to vindicate a foreign Gov- | 
ernment has led you to overlook the treaty, in | 
which that Government expressly stipulates to 


pay ‘the sum of twenty-five millions of franes 
‘at Paris, in six annual installments of four mil- 
‘lions one hundred and sixty-six thousand six 


‘hundred and sixty-six francs and sixty-six cent- | 


‘imes each, into the hand of such person or persons 


* as shall be auiiorized by the Government of the United | 


* States to receiveit.”’ ‘he bankappears, moreover, 


to have forgotten the written authority, under || 


seal from the President of the United States, 
which accompanied the bill, and empowered the 
holder, as the person designated in the treaty 


und in pursuance of it, to receive the money, | 


which had then become honestly due from the 
French Government, and should, notwithstand- 
ing your apology, have been promptly paid, ac- 
cording to every principle of national good faith. 


In your ardent defense of a foreign country, for | 


a neglect to fullfil its treaties, and attack upon a 


slightest authority whatever,’’ it also seems to 


have escaped notice that the Treasury acted, not | 


only under the authority beforenamed, from 


France, of a solemn stipulation to make the pay- || 


’ 


ment to any ‘* persons’’ *‘ authorized by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States’’—and that the 
holders of this bill were so specially authorized 


by this Department and the President; but that | 


Congress had previously empowered and required 
the Secretary of the Treasury, by the act of July 
13, 1832, **to cause this money to be received 


‘from the French Government, and transferred to || 
‘the United States, in such manner as he may || 


99 


‘deem best.’’ If, notwithstanding all this, unfor- 


tunately for your own country, the bank should | 
be able to support the position, that ‘ the bill | 


was drawn without the slightest authority’’ from 
France, you certainly will deserve her acknowl- 


edgments for the aid thus rendered to get rid || 
probably of the whole of a claim which she has || 


appeared not very eager to discharge; because, 


if France was not liable, under all the circum- | 


stances, to pay it in that form, it is difficult to 


discover how she is liable to pay it in any form. | 


It is to be regretted that, +O, koe professions 
of regard * for the ereditof the Tr 


ing the bill, you did not refuse entirely to take it, 


as the bank must have foreseen and believed, that | 


the money would not probably be paid on an in- 
strument if drawn ** without the slightest author- 
ity,’’ and that the affair would probably end in a 
claim by it for large damages. Were it not for 
the solicitude, since expressed by the bank, to 
accommodate the Treasury, and the ‘* indiffer- 
cnce”’ the bank now professes as ‘* to the money,” 
it might be inferred by some, that possessing the 
beforementioned opinions, and pursuing the be- 
forementioned course, it must have meditated 


originally a speculation as to the protest and 
expected damager. 


reasury,’’ know- | 
ing then as now what itsauthority was for draw- | 


What seems at first rather inexplicable is, that 
the bank, knowing, and being ready to prove, 
that this Department drew the bill ** without the 
slightest authority,”’ and hence could not require 
France to pay any damages if the bill was pro- 
tested—should yet insist that the claims of dam- 
ages by the bunk was ‘an indispensable act of 
duty, to enable the Treasury to claim damages of 
the French Government.”’ This great kindness 
towards the Government of yourown country, un- 
invited and voluntarily to seize on its revenue, and 
attempt to plunge it intoa Jawsuit at home, and 
a controversy abroad, to enable it to obtain large 


damages of another country, which it must, if | 


| obtained, immediately pay over to the bank, cer- 
tainly deserves all due acknowledgment. In fine, 
while the bank is professing to give all this 
| friendly advice for the benefit of the Treasury, 
and to fvel, itself, “a great indifference about the 
money,’’ its regard for the Treasury upon this 
| particular subject seems, when stripped of all 
blandishments, to consist in urging the Govern- 
ment to demand, and to hazard a new quarrel 
with France to obtain, large and vindictive dam- 
ages, by asserting that they are as much due ** as 
the principal,’’ when in fact the United States 


are entitled from France to only the reasonable | 


| and actual damages sustained, and when large | 
| and vindictive ones are to be soughtin behalf, not | 


of the Treasury, but of the disinterested institu- 
' tion which 1s urging this indefensible measure; 
and when, if such aggravated damages are ob- 


tained, they are expected to go at once, and ex- | 


| clusively, not into the Treasury, but into the 

vaults of the bank; or, which is virtually the 
same, are to supply the place of the great amoant 
of public revenue the bank has already on this 
account seized and withheld. 


But notwithstanding this, if now, or at any 


other period, the bank shall, as alleged, be ready | 
to prove that ** the money was paid by the agents | 


the favor will be cheerfully acknowledged by this 
Department, as in that event no right in the bank 
to the aggravated damages claimed against the 
Treasury, and which has led to the outrage of 
| seizing on the public dividends, could well be pre- 
tended to exist. It is hoped, as you profess to 
| consider that ‘* the claim of damages by the bank 
| was an indispensable act of duty,’’ you willalso 


| practicable, the evidence to prove the point just 
| mentioned; since, if such evidence is furnished, 

not only should the aggravated damages be relin- 
| quished, but the conduct of those agents, and of 
the bank in that particular, be duly appreciated. 

In that event, they of course did not pay the 
money for ** the eredit of the Treasury,’’ for the 
purpose of exacting from it, on account of the 
professed favor, the large constructive damages 
of $150,000 or $170,000; but it must be presumed 
they paid it with a view to save the Treasury 
|| from exposure to such a claim by some foreigner 
who might be heartless or sordid, and whose pe- 
cuniary profit being alone concerned, might be so 
destitute of patriotic feeling for his country as to 
permit the bill not only to be protested abroad, 
and the ** credit of the Treasury”’ to suffer, so as 
to have it returned home protested, but who 
might thereupon immediately make a demand on 
the Treasury beyond the actual damages and 
costs susained, and even for great, and it may 
be properly added, penal damages, and to pursue 
this demand in so inexorable a spirit as not to 
wait for the decision of Congress upon it, but, 
without legal precept or any previous notice of 
his design, to seize upon a large ameunt of the 
public revenue, for the purpose of discharging 
it, 

In relation to your third head of proof, * that 
‘of the money so paid by the bank, the whole 
‘ was immediately appropriated by the ‘Treasury, 
|| ‘and a part used in the current expenses of the 
‘Government,”’ it gives me pleasure to attempt 
;| a correction thus early of these misapprehen- 
sions. 

This Department has, in the reperts sent here 
monthly by the direction of the president of the 
bank, statements which show that the amount 
standing to the credit of the public in the Bank, 





time after the purchase of the French bill on the 


‘| ]Jth of February, 1833, until the formal return 


of the bank to save the credit of the Treasury,”’ | 


not hesitate to perform another equally ‘ indis- | 
| pensable act of duty,’’ by furnishing, as early as | 
Department of your own, * for acting without the || 


ET 


which of course includes its branches, was at no | 
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' invited’? by the bank, will consent to enter Into 


} 


cuss’’ this question of its claim to damages, and 


, fully have been forborne. This Department has 
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of the money to the bank on the 18th of May, 
1833, less than eight millions of dollars: that of 
this, at no time, was Jess than four millions left 
in the bank and its branches, to the credit of the 
Treasurer, subject to draft for any purpose, and 
that the residue was deposited on account of the 
public debt and ot the public collecting ‘and dis- 
bursing offices. Sothat, whatever sum of mopey 
may have been “appropriated by the Treasury” 
or ‘used’? between those periods, it still left in 
the vaults of the bank and 10 its use, standing to 
the credit of the Treasurer, at the times of all 
your intervening returns, a sum from three to 
four millions beyond. the amount of the bill, or 
from three to four times more than the amount 
which you had, in form only, paid to the ‘Treas- 
ury, or passed to its credit, in trust forthe nu- 
merous sufferers by French spoliations. And no 
part of the sum reeeived on the bill was ever so 
‘appropriated’? or ‘used’? by the Treasury, ag 
to be carried into it by warrant; or tt could nor, 
until Congress should have passed a new law, 
have refunded, as it did, the whole amount, the 
moment notice was given of the protest of the 
bill. : 

In regard to the practice which you cite of this 
Department in charging damages on ordinary 
bills of exchange bought of individuals who sus- 
tain no official relations with the Government, 
and who neglect to provide funds abroad to meet 
those biilsand to pay punctually our creditors and 
oflicers in a foreign country, it is hardly neces- 
sary here to show the difference between the two 
cases, in both form and substance, after the pre- 
ceding remarks, and after the views contained 
in the first opinion ofthe Attorney General, pub- 
lished with the late annual report from this De- 
partment. Sull less is it necessary to show 
further that in none of those cases probably did 
the idea ever enter into the imagination of the 
officers of the Government, that they ought, in 
order to obtain the damages due and often actualiy 
accruing to the full amount received on protested 
bills, to resort, without either notice, lawful pro- 
cess, or a previous adjudication, to a seizure of 
the property or dues of the individuals who drew 
and sold them. As in conclusion you give assu- 
rances that * all’? your allegations ** will be made 
manifest whenever the Treasury resorts to the 
proper tribunals,’’ this Department takes the lib- 
erty to renew the expressions of its opinion that 
it has already resorted to the proper tribunal, in 
the first instance, bv submitting this whole trans- 
action to the consideration of Congress, where 
you will doubtless be indulged with an opportu- 
nity, if desired, to make all your charges ‘* man- 
ifest.’’ But the bank-may rest satisfied, that it 
will be long, unless otherwise directed by Con- 
gress, before this Department, however urgently 


any arrangement, or to institute any proceedings, 
which, under existing circumstances, will, in their 
operation, be likely to take from Congress, and 
transfer to some other tribunal, the power to 
adjust controverted claims, when no law has been 
passed, nor appropriation made, to pay them; and 
which will be likeiy to break down those salutary 
checks and distinctions between the legislative 
and judicial departments, as to the disposhl of 
the public money, which the people and the States 
have, with much clearness and wisdom, estab- 
lished in the great charter of their Union. For 
ample views on the law and equity of the whole 
case, and for any further reply which may be 
roper to any of the ‘pin 0 advanced in your 
etter, in support of the extraordinary claims and 
roceedings of the bank, you are referred to the 
toes annual report of this Department, and to the 
opinions of the Attorney General that accompany 
it, 
Had the bank thought more of following, in its 
own example, the salutary advice it so frankly 
bestows on others, not to ** prejudge’’ or ‘‘dis- 


had it omitted to ** prejudge”’ or ‘‘discuss’’ it in 
the report of its committee last December, and in 

our letter now under consideration, the preced- 
ing remarks in relation to it would most cheer- 


row, very reluctantly, but in the manner that 
seemed to be required by the tone and contents 
of your communication, replied to such portions 
of it as appeared to merit notice, and can sincere- 
ly ounatal with the consoling reflection, uttered 
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a 
by yourself in behalf of the bank, that, ‘* having | 


; 


done its duty, it is content.’ 
I have the honor to be, sir, very resnectfally, 
yours, LEVI WOODBURY, 
Scerctary of the Treasury. 
N. Bippie, Esq., President of tie Pant of the United 
States, Philadelpl.ia. | 
On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, the communt- 
cation was ordered to be printed. 


| 
ORDERS OF THE DAY. | 
} 


On motion of Mr. PATTON, the bill for the 
relief of Mrs. Susan Decatur was postponed to 
Friday next. 

On motion of Mr. THOMSON, the bill for the 
relief of D. Kilgore was postponed to Friday 
next, 

The House then went into the Committee of | 
the Whole (Mr. Wanp in the chair) upon the 
following bills: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives | 
of Richard W. Meade; 

For the relief of Samuel Brazdon, David Chase, 
and others; 

For the relief of Charles Gordon and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

For the relief of the representatives of Colonel 
George Gibson, deceased; | 
For the relief of Licutenant Mervin P. Mix; 

For the rehef of Tufts and Clarke; 

lor the relief of Commodore Isaac Hull; 

for the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

To amend an act for the relief of Robert C. 
Jennings, and of the executors of James Roddy, 
deceased; : 

lor the relief of Robert Haile; 

lor the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

tor the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham; 

Kor the relief of Samuel S. Lord; 

For the relief of Samuel Huntt; 

For the relief of Marcus Quincy and William | 
Gorham, of Portland; and 

A bill for the relief of Francis Lasselle and 
others, Michigan volunteers. 

Upon the bill for the relief of Commodore Isaac 
Hull a lengthened discussion ensued, in which | 
Messrs. PARKER, REED, PEARCE of Rhode | 
Island, MANN of New York, HARDIN, | 
WHITTLESEY of Ohio, and GARLAND, | 
participated. 

The committee then rose and reported the bills 
to the House, with the exception of those for the 
relief of the legal representatives of Richard W. | 
Meade, for the relief of the representatives of 
Colonel George Gibson, and for the relief of | 
Lieutenant Mervin P. Mix. 

The House then adjourned to Monday. 


IN SENATE. 
Monpar, December 15, 1834. 


Hon. James Bucnanan, Senator elect from | 
Pennsylvania, appeared, was qualified, and took | 
his seat. 

Messrs. Catnoun, of South Carolina, Brack, of 
Mississippi, Porren, of Louisiana, and Biss, of | 
Kentucky, also appeared and took their seats. 

Hon. Lewis F. Lixy, of Missouri, also ap- | 
peared, and after the reading of the certificate of 
his reélecuon, was qualified, and took his seat. 





PETITIONS, MEMORIALS, ETC. 

Pétitions and memorials were presented by | 
Messrs. WEBSTER, McKEAN, SHEPLEY, | 
SOUTHARD, BENTON, TYL#R, WAGGA. | 
MAN, KENT, SILSBDEE, HENDRICKS, and | 
WRIGHT. | 

Mr. SOUTHARD presented a memorial from | 
the corporation of Washington, praying for relief; | 
which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 


ELECTION OF CHAPLAIN. 


On motion of Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, the 
Senate agreed to proceed to the election of a Chap- 
lain, on their part, to-morrow at one o'clock. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. SILSBEE, on leave given, introduced a | 
bill to exempt merchandise, imported under cer- 
tian circumstances, from the operation of the 
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: - an . ‘ | 
tariff of 1828; which was read the first time, and 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

M+. SOUTHARD, on leave given, introduced 
the following bills: 

A bill to provide for the enlistment of boys in 
the naval service of the United States; 

A bill to establish and regulate Navy rations; 


A bill to change the tides of certain officers in | 


the Navy; 

A bill to provide for the regulation of vessels 
propelled in whole, or in part, by steam; 

A resolution to provide for the settlement of 
the claim of John S. Stiles; 

A bi'l for the relief of the representatives of 
Isaac Garrison, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of George Budd, master 
commandant in the United States Navy; 


A bill for the relief of the commanding officers | 


of the Navy of the United States; 


A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler, executor } 


of Colonel Richard Smith, deceased ; 

A bill for the relief of McKean Buchanan; 

A bill for the relief of William Hogan, admin- 
istrator of Michael Hogan, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of Lieutenant Archibald S. 
Campbell; 

A bill for the relief of Loami Baldwin: 

A bill for the relief of the officers and crew of 
the private armed vesscl Neptune; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and representa- 
tives of Henry Eckford, deceased; and 


A resolution directing the adjustment of the | 


claims of the heirs of the late Robert Fulton, de- 
ceased. 

All these bills were referred to the Committee 
on. Naval Affairs. 


Mr. PORTER gave notice that on to-morrow 


he would ask leave to introduce a bill to provide | 
for the legal adjudication of claims to certain lands | 


therein mentioned. 


Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on | 


Public Lands, reported the following bills: 

A bill for the relief of Susan Marlow; 

A bill for the relief of Elijah Simmons; 

A bill authorizing the relinquishment of the 
sixteenth sections, and granting other lands in lieu 
thereof, for the use of schools, &c.; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Smith, Lynn Ma- 
gee, and Semoise, Creek Indians. 

On motion of Mr. POINDEXTER, the depo- 
sitions lately taken before the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands were ordered to be printed. 


Mr. HENDRICKS submitted the following 
resolution: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Of- 
fice and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into 
the expediency of establishing the following post 
roads in the State of Indiana, viz: 

From Bedford, in Lawrence county, via Bloom- 
field, to Bowling Green, in Clay county. 

From Connersville, in Fayette county, to Lew- 
isville, in Henry county. 

From Winchester, in Randolph county, via 
Mississinewa, to Fort Wayne, in Allen county, 

From Greensbury, in Decatur county, via Ed- 


/mon’s Mill, Huntsville, Goshen, and Newburn, 


to Columbus, in Bartholomew county. 
From South Bend, by Edwardsburg, Whit- 
manville, Violinia, Schoolcraft, Bronson, and Gun 


| river plain, to the rapids of Grand river, in Mich- 


igan Territory. 
From Lawrenceburg, in Dearborn county, ic 


| Versailles and Napoleon, in Ripley ee, 'y 
Lill, 


|| way of Aurora, Wilmington, and Moor’s 


| 


From Neweastle, in Henry county, to Mun- 
ceytown, in Delaware county. 

From Strawstown, in Pamilton county, to 
Kirk’s Cross Roads, in Clinton county, thence 
by Frankfort and Dayton to Lafayette. 

From Brownstown, in Jackson county, by way 


| of Sage’s Ferry, on the Mushatatalk, and York, 


on the State road, to Charleston, in Clark county. 

From Shelbyville, in Shelby county, by way 
of Manwaring’s, on Sugar creek, Greenwood 
Post Office, Port Royal, and Mooresville, to Da- 
vid Lindley’s, in Monroe township, in Morgan 
county. 

From Rising Sun, in Dearborn county, via 
James’s Mills, Dellsborough, and Watt’s Mills, 
to Cross Plains, in Ripley county. 

From Charlestown, in Clarke county, to New 
Providence, in the same county. 

From Martinsville,in Morgan county, by way 
of Lyon’s Mills, Mooresville, Danville, and Leb- 


| anon, to Frankfort, in Clinton county. 


From Putnamsville, in Putnam county, via 
Dixon’s Mills, Rockville, Montezuma, in Park 


/county, and Hill’s Green, in Vermilion county, 
to Bloomfield, in Edgar county, in the State of 
Illinois. 


Mr. KANE introduced a bill, on leave given, to | 


provide for organizing the territorial government 
of Wisconsin; which was read the first time, and 
ordered to a second reading. 


Mr. EWING, on leave given, introduced a bill | 
making appropriation to improve the harbor at | 


the mouth of the river Raisin. 


Mr. BENTON, on leave given, introduced a | 
joint resolution for an amendment of the Consti- 


tution relative to the election of President and 
Vice President of the United States. 

Mr. B. also introduced a bill granting a town- 
ship of land for the endowment of the French 
University in St. Louis; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TYLER, on leave given, introduced a bill 
to remit the duties on locomotive steam engines; 
which was read the first time, and referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 


Mr. KUNG, on leave given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Duncan L. Finch. 


Mr. MOORE, on leave given, introduced a bill 
granting two per cent. of the net proceeds of the 
sales of certain public lands for purposes of educa- 
tion in Alabama. 

RESOLUTIONS, 

Mr. MOORE submitted the following resolu- 
tion; which was considered and mere: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of th 


Senate the amount of the two 4 cent. of the 


From Bowling Green, in Clay county, via 


| New Brunswick and Caledonia, to Carlisle, in 


Sullivan county. 

From Charlestown, in Clarke county, by way 
of Vienna, in Scott county, and Slate Ford, on 
the Wiscatictue, to Rockford, in Jackson county. 

From Napoleon, in the county of Ripley, Indi- 
ana, through Versailles, Cross Plains, Mount 
Sterling, Vevay, Ghent, and Owington, to George- 
town, in Scott county, in Kentucky. 


HISTORY OF CONGRESS. 


Mr. ROBBINS introduced a joint resolution 
authorizing the purchase of five hundred copies 
of the History of Congress, published by Carey 


'& Lea; which was referred to the Library Com- 
| mittee. 


BOYD REILLY’S PATENT. 


Mr. NAUDAIN, from the select committee 
appointed on the subject, reported a bill authoriz- 
ing the purchase of Boyd Reilly’s patentapparatus 
for applying the irrespirable gases to the surface 
of the human body, for the use of the Army and 
Navy. 

BILLS INTRODUCED AND REFERRED. 

Mr. CLAY, on leave given, introduced a bill 
to provide for the distribution, for a limited time, 


| of the sales of the public lands among the several 


e Treasury | 
Department be directed to communicate to the | 


proceeds of sales of public lands lying within the | 


State of Alabama, reserved to be applied to the 
making of a road or roads leading to the said State, 
under the direction of Congress; and also, if any, 
what amount of the three per cent. of the said 


proceeds of sales of public lands, reserved to be | 


applied to internal improvements within the State, 


‘be now due to the State. 


1} 





| States, &c.; which was read the first time. 


Mr. TIPTON, on leave given, introduced a bill 


| to provide compensation for the Governor and 


judges of Michigan Territory; which was refer- 
red to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill for the relief of Hiram A. Hunter was 
also, on his motion, referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

The bill for the relief of Colonel Gad Humph- 
reys was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

Mr. TIPTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
an appropriation for the construction of a harbor 
at Trail creck, Lake Michigan, 


























EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Sen- | 


ate a communication from the Treasury Depart- 
ment relative to the purchase of sites for the erec- 
tion of a warehouse in Baltimore, a custom-house 
in New York and New Bedford, &c. 

Also a supplement to the annual report of the 
Secretary of the Treasury; which, on motion of 
Mr. Cray, was referred to the Committee on 
Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a communication from the War Depart- 
ment, giving information relative to the improve- | 
ment of the harbor at the mouth of the river 
Raisin; which was ordered to be printed. _ 

Also, a communication from the Commissioner | 
of the Land Office, relative to the sales of public 
lands in Mississippi; which was ordered to be 
orinted, 

The following message was received from the 
President of the United States, by the hands of 
Mr. Done son, his Private Secretary: 


To the Senate of the United States: 

The joint resolution of Congress, unanimously | 
expressing their sensibility on the intelligence of 
the death of General La Fayette, were communi- 
cated, in compliance with their will, to George 
Washington is Fayette, and the other members | 
of the family of that illustrious man. By their | 
request, I now present the heartfelt acknowledg- 
ments of the surviving descendants of our be- 
loved friend for that highly valued proof of the 
sympathy of the United States. 

ANDREW JACKSON. 
Wasuincton, December 10, 1834. 


A joint resolution was received from the House | 
of Representatives for the appointment of a com- 
mittee to carry into effect the resolution of June 
last, relative to the death of General LaFayette. | 

On motion of Mr. CLAY, the resolution was | 
concurred in, and the committee on the part of 
the Senate was ordered to consist of five, and to | 
be appointed by the Chair. 

On motion of Mr. KING, of Alabama, the bill 
for the relief of Theodore Brightwell was re- 
ferred to the Judiciary Committee. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
executive business, and, after spending some time 
with closed doors, adjoufned. 








HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, December 15, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Messrs. EVANS and PARKS, of Maine; 

Mr. BURNS, of New Hampshire; 

Messrs. BRIGGS, OSGOOD, and BATES, of 
Massachusetts; 

Messrs. ALLEN and SLADE, of Vermont; 

Messrs. BOCKEE, WARD, MITCHELL, 
WARDWELL, MARTINDALE, and HARD, 
of New York; 

Messrs. KING, McKENNAN, STEWART, 
SUTHERLAND, and DENNY, of Pennsyl- 
vania, 

(Mr. Denny presented memorials asking an 
appropriation to aid in improving the road from 
Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, to the United States 
Arsenal, near that cit } 

Mr. MILLIGAN, of. Delaware; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland. 

Messrs. McCOMAS, ALLEN, CHINN, 
WILSON, WISE, MOORE, PATTON, and 
MERCER, of Virginia; 

Messrs. POPE and JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

Messrs. MARDIS, LEWIS, and CLAY, of 
Alabama; 

{[Mr. Cray, in behalf of the legal representa- 


| vide for the settlement of certain revolutionary 


/ not sustain it in its present shape. 
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claims, (commonly called the commutation bill, ) 
and that the same be recommitted to the Commit- 
tee on Revolutionary Claims. Mr.M.remarked, 
that, although a majority of the House were sup- 
posed to be in favor of the general principles of 
the bill, yet it was feared that a majority would 
It was witha 
view to expedite the measure, and render it ac- 
ceptable to the House, that his motion had been 
made. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLAN, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Territories, reported, with an amend- 
ment, the bill for the establishment of the Terri- 
tory of Huron. The bill was referred to the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


| Union. 


Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island, from the 
Committee on Commerce, reported a bill making 
appropriations for the erection of a marine hos- 
pital in the city of Baltimore, and other places; 
which was read twice, committed to the Committee 
of the Whole on the state of the Union, and di- 
rected to be printed. 

RIGHT OF WAY. 

The joint resolution, giving the right of way 
through the property of the United States at 
Harper’s Ferry to the Winchester and Potomac | 
Railroad Company, was read a third time and 
passed. 

MARINE HOSPITAL FUND. 


The following resolution, submitted by Mr. 
Burces, on Thursday last, was taken up: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
Department be directed to send to this House, in 
a tabular form, the amount of money paid into 
the marine hospital fund by all seamen in the 
mercantile service in the district of Providence, 
in the district of Newport, and in the district of 
Bristol, respectively, in the Rhode Island district, 
from the commencement of the present Govern- 


| ment of the United States up to the time when 


that fund was by law placed at the disposal of 
the President. Also, the like amount, in like 
form, paid by said seamen after that time, and 
before the commencement of the year 1828; and, 


also, the like amount, in like form, paid since that | 


| time; together with the several sums expended in 
each of said districts, respectively, for the relief 
of sick and disabled seamen—showing the balance 
due to, or from, said fund, in each of said dis- 
tricts, respectively, at the several times aforesaid, 
ifany, and how the same may have been disposed 
of. 

Mr. FILLMORE moved to amend the resolu- 
tion, so as to extend the inquiry to all of the 
revenue districts of the United States. He under- 
stood that the gentleman from Rhode Island was 
apprehensive that the adoption of his amendment 
would retard and delay an answer to his resolu- 
tion. This objection would be obviated when the 
gentleman was informed, that at the last session 
the Senate had madea similar call for information, 
which the Department was probably prepared to 
furnish forthwith. 

Mr. BURGES suggested to the gentleman from 
New York that his resolution called for a more 
minute detail of facts in relation to Rhode Island 
than the resolution of the Senate did; and the 
adoption of his amendment would certainly cause 
great and unnecessary delay, inasmuch as the in- 
|formaticn called for by the Senate was already 
prepared. It would, therefore, be rendered ne- 
cessary by the proposed amendment to go over 
| the whole ground to obtain the specific information 
bate all parts of the United States, which he 
| only required in relation to Providence. If, how- 
|ever, the gentleman wished this specific inform- 





tives of the late General John Brahan, presented 
the peace and accompanying documents of said 
Brahan, heretofore presented; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on PublicLands.] 

Mr. SEVIER, of Arkansas; and 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Which petitions and memorials were appropri- 
ately referred. 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. MARSHALL, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims, moved to discharge the 
Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union 
from the further consideration of the bill to pro- 





| ation from all parts of the Union, and would offer 
/a resolution to that effect, he would cheerfully 
|coéperate with him; but he hoped his resolu- 
tion would not be trammeled with the amendment. 


Mr. FILLMORE said, as the gentleman still 
thought that his amendment would prejudice hia | 


call, he would withdraw it. 
The resolution was then adopted. 


DAVID COOKE’S CLAIM. 


The following resolution, submitted on Friday 
last by Mr. Pearce, of Rhode Island, was con- 


| sidered and agreed to: 


| Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed 
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to communicate to this House the report of Cal- 
ender Irvine, commissary general of purchases, 
made in October or November, 1820, upen the 
claim of David Cooke, of Philadelphia, for money 
furnished by said Cooke for powder furnished 
by the authority of the United States. 


SETTLERS ON THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
The following resolutions, submitted on Fri- 
day by Mr. Lewis, were taken up: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
authorizing any settler on lands reserved by the 
Govertiment in obedience to Indian treaties, or 
otherwise, who settled such lands before such 
reservation was selected, and who, by reason of 
such reservation, was deprived of the benefits of 
the preémption law of 1834, to enter, with the 
proper officer in said land district, two quarter 
sections of any public lands in such district, at 
the price of twenty-five cents per acre. 

Resolved, That said committee further inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing any person 
who has cultivated or improved public lands, in 
the year 1834, to enter not exceeding two quarter 
sections of any public lands in his respective land 
district, by paying to the proper officer fifty cents 
per acre for such land, within twelve months from 
the 4th of March next: Provided, Such individual 
shall designate said lands before the register of 
the proper land office by the Ist day of June next. 

Resolved, That said committee further inquire 
into the expediency of authorizing any citizen of 
the United States, making oath that it is his inten- 
tion to settle any portion of the public lands, and 
who shall actually settle and improve the same 
for one year, at the end of such period to enter 
not exceeding two wee sections, by paying 
into the land office fifty cents per acre, if such 
public lands have been offered for public sale 
within five years, and still remain unsold, and 
twenty-five cents per acre, in case said lands have 
been offered for public sale, and have remained 
unsold, for a longer period than five years. 

The question being upon Mr. Witttams’s mo- 
tion to refer the resolutions to the Committee of 
the Whole, and Mr. Mercer having called for a 
division of the question, it was first put upon re- 
ferring the first resolution to the Committee of 
the Whole; which was decided in the negative— 

eas 72, nays 73. 

The remainder of Mr. WiLi1AMs’s motion was 
also disagreed to. 

The resolutions were then rejected~—ayes 37, 
noes not counted, 

RESOLUTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. HUBBARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of allowing to the heirs of Dr. William 
Cloggswell, deceased, (who was an_ hospital 
surgeon of the Army, during the war of the oe 
olution,) the commutation pay granted to such offi- 
cers ia pursuance of the resolution of the Conti- 
nental Congress of March, 1783. 

On motion of Mr. SLADE, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
| sions be instructed to inquire into the expediency 

of placing the name of Justus Cobb, a soldier of 
the late war, on the roll of invalid pensions 


On motion of Mr. HARD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
making an appropriation to survey and construct 
a harbor atthe mouth of Eighteen Mile Creek, 
in the county of Niagara, in the State of New 
York. 

On motion of Mr. CHAMBERS, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee for the District 
of Columbia be instructed to consider the expe- 
diency of reporting a bill prohibiting, under suit- 
able penalties, the sale and purchase of lottery 
tickets within the District of Columbia. 


On motion of Mr. DENNY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
| be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
| making an appropriation to aid in the erection of 
suitable buildings at Pittsburg, for the accom- 
modation of the United States court in and for 
the western district of Pennsylvania. 


On motion of Mr. COULTER, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions ¥e instructed to inquire into the propriety 


} 


ie Se ata 
mee Ese eee 


SSA RN 


ene 


. 


SRD ROE ET 


* 


eee 


Choke 


38 





of placing Richard Harden, a soldier of the late 
war, on the pension roll, 


Mr. McKIM submitted the following; which 
lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Sceretary of the Treasury 
le directed to have assayed at the Mint of the 
United States all foreign gold and silver coins 
now in circulation throughout the United States, 
and to furnish this Llouse with a statement of 
the quantity of fine gold and silver contained in 
each of suid coins, and their current value at the 
Mint, agreeably to the law passed at the last ses- 
sion of Congress, regulating the value of gold and 
silver cos. 


Mr. THOMAS, of Maryland, submitted the 
following; which lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the ‘Treasury 
be, and he is requested to communicate to this 
House any information he has received, or can 
obtain, concerning the official proceedings of the 
Goveriument directors in the Bank of the United 
States. 

On motion of Mr. MERCER, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House a copy of 
any contract which may have been made since 
the last session of Coneress for the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac, within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and an estimate of the proba- 
ble cost of the same, according to the terms of 
such contract, . 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it was 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
allowing Benjamin Raster, late marshal of the 


western district of Virginia, to transfer to his | 


successor in office a warrant from the Treasury, 
placed in his name as in March, 1822, against 
Salatheal Curtis, collector of the fifth district of 
Virginia, and his securities, which was levied, 
but a sale enjoined; and that said committee also 
inquire into the expediency of allowing said 
Reeder his fees for levying, advertising, and at- 
tending to sell the property of the defendants, and 
that they have leave to report by bill or otherwise. 

Mr. FULTON offered the following resolution; 
which, under the rule of the House, lies one day 
on the table: 

Resolved, That five thousand copies of the 
Proceedings and Discussions of the French 
Chamber of Deputies, on the subject of the treaty 
between I'ranceand the United States, be printed 
for the use of the members of this House. 

On motion of Mr. GRAHAM, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of establishing a branch of the Mint in the 
gold region of North Carolina. 


On motion of Mr. MASON, of Virginia, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads be instructed to inquire into the 
expediency of establishing a post route from 
Hicksford, in Greenville county, Jerusalem, to 
Murfve’s Warehouse, on the Portsmouth and 
Roanoke railroad, in Southampton county, Vir- 
gaia, and of discontinuing the route from Cross 

Ceysto Williams’sstore, in Southamptoncounty, 
and of extending the route from Cross Keys to 
Patterson’s, in North Carolina. 

On motion of Mr. A. H. SHEPPERD, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a post route from Greensborough, 
North Carolina, by Thompson’s store, to Rox- 
borough, in Pearson county. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of extending the time of issuing military land 
warrants to the officers and soldiers of the revo- 
luuionary army. 


On motion of Mr. MARSHALL, it was 


Resolved, That the Committee on Revolution- 


ary Claims be instructed to inquire into the expe- 
diency of granting to Mrs. Mary Graham, widow 
of Reginald Graham, deceased, compensation for 


the services and advances of her deceased hus- | 


band during the revolutionary war. 


On motion of Mr. HAWES, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 


| sonville district, in the State of Indiana, for the 


'the county of Ripley, to Aurora, on the Ohio 
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Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of making an apprepriation for the removal 
of obstructions to the navigation of Green and 
big Barren rivers, inthe State of Kentucky. 


Mr. HAWES submitted the following; which || 
lies on the table one day: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- |) 
structed to furnish this House with a copy of the || 
survey of the Falls of the river Ohio; aiso, the || 
estimate made by Captain Henry Shrieve of the | 
probable cost of improving the navigation 
through the Falls; as also his plan for doing the 
samc. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
it was 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and | 
Means be instructed to inquire into the expedi- | 
ency of providing by Jaw for the establishment of |! 
a branch mint of the United States at the city of | 
New Orleans. | 

On motion of Mr. HANNEGAN, it was | 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce | 
be instructed to inquire into the propriety of | 
making an appropriation for the construction of || 
a harbor at the mouth of Trail creek, on Lake || 
Michigan, in the State of Indiana. | 


Mr. LANE offered the following resolution; 
which was rejected: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and || 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of appropriating the refuse lands belonging 
to the United States which shall have been offered || 
at public sale and been ree toentry for twenty || 





years and upwards, and shall remain unsold on || 
the Ist day of June next, situated in the counties | 
of Franklin, Dearborn, Ripley, Switzerland, and 

so much of Decatur as is attached to the Jeffer- | 


purpose of constructing and improving a road | 
from the town of Fairfield, in the said county of | 
Franklin, by the way of Brookville, to ei | 
renceburg,on the Ohio river, in Dearborn county; | 
and a road from Rushville, in the county of Rush, 

by the way of Simmons, to the same point upon 

the Ohio river; and a road from Napoleon, in 


river, in the county of Dearborn: and from Na- 
poleon to Rising Sun, upon the Ohio river; and 
from Napoleun to Vevay, by the way of Ver- 
sailles, in Switzerland county, on the Ohio river; | 
and a road from Napoleon, afuresaid, to Lau- | 
renceburg, aforesaid—to be sold in such manner, 
and by such persons, and at such times, and the 
money expended in such manner, as the Presi- || 
dent of the United States shall be pleased to order || 
and direct. 

On motion of Mr. McCARTY, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post | 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing the following || 
ee to wit: From Oxford, in Ohiv, by 
airfield, West Union, Columbia, and Danville, 
to Rushville, in Indiana; also, from Liberty, by 
Brownsville, to Philometh, to Centerville; also, 
from Liberty, by New Boston, to Richland. 


On motion of Mr. BULL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a port of entry at Green’s landing, 
in the county of Marion, on the Mississippi river, 
in the State of Missouri. 

On motion of Mr. ASHLEY, it was 

Resolved, Thatthe Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
correcting an error committed in issuing a = 
ent for one hundred and fifty acres of land in 
vart of Wm. Pennington and granting to said 
Pontidashe the right to enter, in lieu of the land 
patented, the same quantity of any of the public 
lands subject to entry at private sale. 

On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was || 

Resolved, That the Committee on Public Lands 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 
appropriating a township, or some other quantity | 


of the public lands in Michigan oes to aid | 
in establishing an academy or school on the island |, 


of Michilimackinac, in said ‘Territory, for the || 
purpose of educating Indian youth. 
On motion of Mr. LYON, of Michigan, it was || 
Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce: | 


‘be instructed to inquire into the expediency of | 


_ of the family of that illustrious man. 
| request, I now present the heartfelt acknowledg- 





December 15, 











making Green Bay, in Michigan Territory, a port 


of delivery. 


On motion of Mr. SEVIER, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inguire into the expedi- 
ency of authorizing the register and receiver of 
the proper land district in Arkansas to receive 

roof of claimants of the validity of Spanish or 
Meee 9 land claims, with a view to the final ad- 
aes and report the same as soon as practi- 
cable. 


On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 
Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 


_ency of making an appropriation for a road from 


Black Creek to Swanee river, and from the head 
of Pensacola bay by Pittman’s ferry on Choc- 
tawhatchie river to Campbellton, Jackson county, 
in the Territory of Florida. 

On motion of Mr. WHITE, of Florida, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Private Land 
Claims be instructed to inquire into the expedi- 
ency of increasing the compensation of the deputy 
surveyor for surveying private land claims in 
Florida. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 


| lowing message from the President of the United 
potates: 


Wasuincton, December 10, 1834. 
To the House of Representatives of the United States: 
The joint resolutions of Congress, unanimously 


| expressing their sensibility on the intelligence of 


the death of General Lafayette, were communi- 
cated, in compliance with their will, to George 
Washington Lafayette, and the other members 
By their 


ments of the surviving descendants of our be- 
loved friend, for that highly valued proof of the 


| sympathy of the United States. 


ANDREW JACKSON. 


On motion of Mr. EVERETT, of Massachu- 
setts, the message and accompanying documents 


| were referred to the Committee on Forcign Rela- 


tions, 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 


_ from the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to 


the purchase of sites for the erection of custom- 


| houses, warehouses, &c.; which, on motion of 
| Mr. McKim, was referred to the Committee on 


Commerce. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a report 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in relation to 
a resolution containing the oie of custom- 
house officers, and their compensation, &c.; which» 
on motion of Mr. Pearce, was referred to the 
Committee on Commerce. 


On motion of Mr. SUTHERLAND, two thou- 


sand extra copies of said report were ordered to 


be printed. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House a 
supplemental report from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, on the subject of keeping and disburs- 
ing the public revenue, with accompanying docu- 
ments; which, on motion of Mr. Pork, was re- 
ferred to the Committee of Ways and Means, and 
ten thousand extra copies were ordered to be 
printed. 

PRIVATE BILLS. 


The following bills, reported from the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on Saturday, were ordered to be 
engrossed, and read a third time: 

For the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David Chase. 
and others; 

For the relief of Charles Gordon, and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 

For the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

To amend an act for the relief of Robert C. 
Jennings, and of the executors of James Roddy, 
deceased ; ; 

For the relief of Robert Haile; 

For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham; 

For the relief of Samuel 8. Lord; 

For the relief of Samuel Huntt, 
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For the relief of Marcus Quincy 
Gorham, of Portland; and 

A bil] for the relief of Francis Lasselle and 
others, Michigan volunteers. 

On motion of Mr. GRENNELL, the*bill for 
the relief of Robert C. Jennings, and of the ex- 
ecutors of James Roddy, deceased, was recom- | 
mitted tc the Committee of Claims. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The bill to allow further time for issuing and 
locating military land warrants during the last 
war, and the bill for the final adjustment of land 
claims in the State of Louisiana and Territory of 
Arkansas, were passed. 


GEORGETOWN AND ALEXANDRIA CANAL, 


The bill authorizing an appropriation of $100,- 
000 of stock in the Georgetown and Alexandria 
Canal and Aqueduct Company was taken up. 

Mr. HARDIN said, this bill, he thought, 
should be acted on withcaution. He did not wish 
to deprive it of its place upon the docket, but he 
suggested that it should be laidaside for the pres- 
ent. Congress had already subscribed for $100,000 | 
worth of the stock of the Alexandria canal, where 
the Almighty had previously prepared a better | 
canal than human art could achieve. He would 
ask how long Congress were disposed to go on in 
this headlong course? How much has that canal 
cost?) How much will it cost? It has been as- | 
serted here that the formerly projected stone 
bridge across the Potomac would have cost at 
least three millions of dollars! Now, if that were 
the fact, what must not this aqueduct cost? | 
it must have stone abutments, arches, &c., and | 
he in a great degree more expensive than the 
bridge would have been. It may, and probably 
will, cost millions upon millions! As to cstimates, 
Mr. H. said he cared but little for them. Esti- 
mates were like the doctor feeling the sick man’s 
pulse—they were sometimes high, and sometimes 
low. He had no confidence inthem. He hoped | 
the House would at all events pass the bill by for 
the present. 

Mr. CHINN did not wish to press the bill, if | 
gentlemen were not prepared to act on it at this 
time. He, therefore, moved to postpone its 
further consideration to this day three weeks; 
which was agreed to. 


RAILROADS, ETC., THROUGH PUBLIC LANDS. 


A bill to authorize the construction of railroads 
and canals through the public lands was taken up. 
After a few remarks, of an explanatory charac- 
ter, by Messrs. FILLMORE and CLAY, the lat- 
ter gentleman proposed an amendment, intended to 
guard more tully the rights of the United States. 
Mr. BRIGGS, in view of the importance of the 
bill, then moved its postponement until this day 
two weeks; which was agreed to. 
WASHINGTON MONUMENT. 
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The bill to incorporate the Washington Na- | 


tional Monument Society was, 
On motion of Mr. CHINN, postponed until 
the second Monday in January. 


PAINTINGS FOR THE ROTUNDA. 


A joint resolution directing contracts to be made 
for historical paintings for the rotunda of the 
Capitol was taken up. 

Mr. ADAMS, of Massachusetts, said he dis- 


covered that the resolution proposed that four | 


artists be employed in the execution of the pro- 
posed paintings. He doubted whether four native 
artists could 
taking. The four paintings alread 
rotunda were executed by one. if 


laced in the 
our or more 


were employed, he predicted the result would be | 


the production of very indifferent work, unfit to 


be exhibited to the world. He moved to strike | 


out the word four, so as to leave it optional to 
employ either one or more. 


worthy specimens of the arts. 


Mr. JARVIS said, as chairman of the commit- | 
tee who reported this resolution, he felt bound to | 
state the objects which governed them. ‘There | 
was no difference of opinion in the committee on | 


this subject. He had no doubt that four Amer- 


‘ean artists could be found fully equai to the task. | 
it was desirable to prevent such a monopoly as || and he hoped some of them would have an oppor- || 


be found competent to the under- | 


He did not mean | 
to say that the same individual should execute | 
the whole of those paintings; he wished some dis- | 
cretion might be exercised, in order to procure | 











rotunda, and he was sure there was nothing so 
admirable in those as to disparage the idea of 
yroducing their equal. The difficulty would not 
be in finding four competent American artists, 
but in selecting from the multitude in the galaxy. | 
He would not do the arts of his country the wrong | 
to believe the proposed number could not be | 
found. 
Mr. WISE said, in reply to Mr. Apams, that 
he hoped the House would pardon a few observ- 
ations from him on this resolution and amend- | 
ment, as he felta deep interest in the subject. 
The gentleman from Massachusetts says that he 
doubts whether four American artists can be found 
competent to execute these paintings. Sir, lam 
proud to say and believe, that this country—the 
great masters dead—is richer now in native tal- 
ents in the fine arts thanany country on the globe. 
Without meaning to be invidious in the naming 
of our artists, as an American, I[ will boast that 
Allston is the finest historical painter—Sully the 
finest portrait painter—and Greenough is the 
finest sculptor in the world. And to these I could 
add the names of twice the number four. One— 
Chapman—I know to have slept upon his eascl 
during a stay of three years in Italy, before the 
works of the old masters in the Vatican, and to 
have had an historical painting engraved by the 
Academy of Fine Artsat Rome. ‘The country is 
rich in artists. Though the fine arts are not en- 
couraged here, they are indigenous to the country. 
The gentleman says that the result of employing 


| 


four will be that the paintings will be indifferent. 


Sir, | cannot see how. There are four panels 
in the rotunda tobe filled. By selecting an artist 
for each, you will enlarge the field of selection, 
develop as much native talent as possible, and, 


and William || produced the paintings already exhibited in the | 
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jects of these paintings? 


39 
tunity of transmitting their names to posterity in 
this great work. , 

Mr. BURGES said, he could hardly under- 
stand what it was that was to secure the immor- 
tality of the host of youthful prodigies alluded to 
by the gentleman from New York, {Mr. Warp.}] 
If we are so crowded with artists, (said Mr. B.,) 
if we are so annoyed with their illimitable num- 
ber, why not let them all have an equal chance 
for the prize? Let them select their subjects, 
produce their paintings, expose them to every 
eye, and let the pubhe select such as are most 
worthy of selection. But what are tobe the sub- 
He, for one, felt some- 
what tenacious of having a vote on the question 
what subject should be represented in the rotunda? 
He was opposed to running any bargains in this 
matter. He remembered to have seen some of 
the works of Mr. Austin, and he would have no 
objection to his being employed in the work, pro- 
vided the subject was first declared by the House. 
The House had before tried in vain to come to a 
conclusion on this point, when a subject for ex- 


, hibition was proposed to them, and that subject 


by having more than one artist, you will insure | 


success in the pictures by competition. 
the object of selecting four. The evil of a monop- 
oly is now to be seen in the rotunda. The pre- 


Such is | 


cedent of Trumbull’s paintings, instead of being | 
quoted for the selection of one artist, should be 


cited for the selection of four. Does the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts not know, that the piece 


of the signing of the Declaration of Independence | 


was dubbed, by a former representative of Vir- | 
ginia, (Mr. Randolph,) the ‘* painting of shins ?”? | 


It may be seen by any ove who will look at them, 
that the faces in one are the faces of all four, and 
that all the faces in the same piece have all the 
same characteristics. 


There always will be too | 


much sameness in any four pieces executed by the | 
same hand, however different the subjects; and, | 
therefore, there should be different hands to exe- | 


cute them. 
competition for success. 
four styles of American painting will be exhib- 
ited. I hope, sir, the resolution will pass in its 
original form. 

Mr. WARD said, that the subject had been 
brought before the committee of which he was a 
member at its last session, on the motion of the 
honorable gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Wtse,} 
and it had there been fulfy discussed. The com 
mittee, in reporting the resolution in its present 
shape, considered that it was due to American 
artists that these paintings should be distributed 
among them. He was proud to know that there 
were many American artists fully competent to 
thistask. He spoke of Sully, Allston, Vanderlyn, 
Morse, Chapman, Wier, Peale, Leslie, Trumbull, 
Agate, Osgood, and others, as native artists, whose 
works would never discredit the Capitol of the 
nation. With this host before us, ke thought it 
would be highly inexpedient to confine our selec- 


tee had proposed. There were, he did not doubt, 
many young artists in the country, whose names 
were now, perhaps, unknown to fame, but who 
only wanted an opportunity to distinguish them- 
selves. Chapman and Wier, he considered, were 
artists of noinconsiderable merit. They were des- 
tined, if generously cherished—if properly appre- 
ciated—to become, at no distant day, the most 
distinguished artists in this or any other country. 
Nature has endowed these youthful artists with 


deeds of American history, immortalized by 


Contrast is wanted for effect, besides | 
If four are employed, | 


tion toaless number than that which the commit- |/ 


a taste and genius that qualify either of them to | 
adorn the walls of our Capitol with the bright | 


American genius. There were many of our artists | 


worthy and deserving of notice and of patronage, | 


was the battle of New Orleans! A matter of thrill- 
ing interest, but one which, like many others, 
would involve some political feeling. There wer 
many subjects which could not be painted so as 
to give unity to their appearance. He alluded 
to the Declaration of Independence, and showed 
wherein it was not rendered a fit subject for a 
paining. He had seen many attempts to paint 
the deluge, but never saw them succeed. Without 
unity, a painting becomes a confusion—a rabble—- 
a rout—a mob—and who could paint a mob? 
Nobody—unless it were to place one upon a 
stump to make a speech. Mr. B. said he had 
not yet so far adopted the theories of the day, 
that, if our country contained an Angelo or a 
Correggio, he would not employ him for fear of 
the ery of monopoly. There was not quite so 
much Democracy or agrarianism in him as to 
reduce genius to such an equality. If there were 
such a galaxy of painters in our country, there 
must be some ruling star, some bright luminary 
among them, more glorious than the rest. Let 
the artist select his subject, and Jay it before the 
House, and then let the House decide upon it. 
Mr. WISE said, that it had been urged that 
this country is not rich enough in artists for four 
paintings; but he did notexpect to hear the ques- 
tion which had been asked by the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, [Mr. Burces,] ‘* What is there to 
call forth so much native talents in the fine arts 
in this country?’’ In this country, sir? It is not 
only the richest in the fine arts now, but is the 
richest country in the world, sir, in historical 
events for the pencil of the painter! In historical 
events of the batile-field, and in the council cham- 
ber. Every inch of ground in this country is 
consecrated to freedom, by eve:'ts great, holy, and 
sacred. Every State in the Union has events to 
be painted. Even the little State of Rhode Island 
has a great man to be painted! But, sir, this 
was not the meaning of the gentleman. He did 
not mean to disparage his country, as well as her 
artists. His meaning peeped out before he took his 
seat, and was not left smothered in his question. 
The gentleman appears to tremble lest the battle 
of New Orleans should be put upon canvass—lest 
some act or event of the President’s life should 
be selected as the subject of one of these paint- 
ings. Sir, it is not contemplated by any one that 
I know of—certainly by no one of good taste—to 
make an event, however distinguished, as late as 
any of the last war, the subject of one of these 
paintings. Noartist of good taste, | know, would 
select any recent event to be illustrated bya mas- 
ter-piece; for it is in painting as in novel-writing, 
sir— you must go back until you meet events hat- 
lowed by time, and magnified and mystified by 
antiquity. For this reason, sir, if the gentleman 
chooses to propose the amendment, L for one will 
agree to it, that the selection of subjects shall be 
confined to a date antecedent to the treaty of ’83. 


| The gentleman asks, though, why not leave it to 


the artists to select the subjects, finish the paint- 
ings, and then, if worthy, for the Government to 
purchase them? Sir, to — one who has given 
the least attention to the subject, the answer is 
easy. The fine arts are hot-house plants. In every 
country but this they are encouraged. Every 


court of Europe has a student at Rome, where 
there is an academy for the study of the oid 
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masters. Nosuch institutions are maintained here 
by the States; the General Government has not 
the power of this patronage, and private patronage 
is alone inadequate, Docs the gentleman know 
the magnitude of the undertaking of one of these 
paintings, the artist thus unaided? Sir, the artist 
must devote himself exclusively for years to the 
work: three, five, ay, ten years, are not too long 
to study and finish a work to adorn your Capitol. 
He must study anatomy; he must travel to Italy 
for his materials and his composition. What 
artist in this country can bear the expense and 
sacrifice of his time, unless he hasthe Government 
coniract for his guarantee? None, unless his 
pockets are lined with at least $5,000 to spare and 
to risk. Besides, sir, above all sensitive men on 
earth, artists are the most sensitive. 
never consent to undertake such immense works, 


at so much risk to themselves of pecuniary loss, | 


reputation, and feeling, without a certainty of 
compensation. 


They will | 


They can never be brought by | 


necessity to hazard fortune and fame upon a | 


painting to be offered to this Government—to be | 


undervalued—criticised by every pretender who 
knows not foreshortening from coloring—and’ 


then to be rejected, perhaps, as unworthy. Sir, 


you must encourage their efforts before you enjoy | 
the benefits of them, and before your country will | 


be graced by their labors. The paintings now in 
the rotunda were voted for before they were ex- 
ecuted. 
Island, that the selection of the subjects should 
be left to the artists themselves. No artist can 
paint well from the selection of another. His 
picture must be of his own fancy; he must burn 
with his own conception, or bis painting will 
never please the eye of the imagination. And if 


I agree with the gentleman from Rhode | 


the gentleman from Rhode Island had attended to | 
the resolution, he would have seen that the selec- | 


tion of subjects is left to the artists themselves, 


subject to the judgment of a select committee. | 


The gentleman asks, who could picture a mob? 


Hogarth, sir, pictured a mob; and if the gentle- | 


man will step into any bookstore having his en- 
gravings, he can see a fellow so maddened with 
the rage of a mob, that he is sawing himself 
down from the top of asign-post. Sir, I scarcely 


know what the gentleman means by an “ aristo- | 


s¢ 


cratic painting, 
discussion. One of the reasons why four artists 
are proposed to be employed is, that we kuow 


or by agrarian principles, in this | 


not who is really the greatestof the corps. There | 


is something national in making the trial. 
not to pull down the best to the common level, 
but to ascertain whether the favoritism of private 
patronage may not have distinguished some one 
undeservedly above the others. We have fre- 


It is | 


quently employed foreign artists, sir, at a great | 


expense; and | now desire very much to see if 


America cannot bestow her favors and lawful 
patronage in sucha manner, on American artists, 


as to nurture the finer arts, to illustrate, in their 


turn, the arms, the civic virtues, and the glorious | 


deeds of this illustrious nation. 


teman from Virginia [Mr. Wise] through all 
his colorings of the fine arts. 
to contradict one of his assertions. The gentle- 
man had said that his (Mr. B.’s) object had 
** peeped out’’—that he was fearful that some in- 
cident connected with the life of the present Chief 
Magistrate might form the subject of one of the 
proposed painungs. He was not in the habit of 
** peeping’ at all, and where he could find lan- 
guage to express himself he always usedit. He 
wad no desire to withhold from posterity the 


He merely wished | 


noble and glorious achievements of the Chief | 


Magistrate; but he trusted in God that posterity 
would never be made acquainted with the actions 


and motives of some of those who were at times || 


found in the rear, supporting the President, and 
at other times in front, harassing and attacking 
him. 


Mr. WISE said, in reply, that he could notcon- | 


ceive how he could be made, or how anything he 


had said could make him, the subject of the un- | 


worthy allusion of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island. j 
a proper reply to him. Silence is, perhaps, the 
best that could be made, as that gentleman is no- 
toriously a “‘ privileged character,’’ as he has been 
called on this floor. 
why he should, unless from constitutional weak- 
ness, as well as weakness of old age, go out of 


1 feel myself, sir, incompetent to make | 


But, sir, I cannot conceive | 


' 
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| his my to spit at me, on this occasion, his habit- 


ual and characteristic venom and malig 
{Here the Speaker shook his head. } 
Sir, I leave the blank to be filled by the House, 
who know him well. Sir, | know not, and | care 





_not, whether the President, or any friend of his, 
_ desires the battle of New Orleans, or any other 


event of his life, the subject of either of these 
paintings. As I before said, I would prefer the 


‘events of the Revolution; but I care not what 


| 


subjects are selected, so that American artists are 
chosen, and the subjects and the execution com- 
port with the dignity of our national history, and 
the works tend to nurture the arts at home, and 
redound to the credit of our own country. 

The question was then taken on the amend- 
ment, and carried—ayes 104, noes not counted. 

After some conversation between Messrs. VIN- 
TON, ADAMS, WISE, and JARVIS, the reso- 
lution was so modified, on motion of the latter, 
as to confine the subjects of the paintings to in- 
cidents in the history of the country prior to the 
peace of 1781; but before the question was taken, 

On motion of Mr. CLAYTON, the House ad- 
journed. > 

IN SENATE. 
Tvrespvay, December 16, 1834. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 


GLOBE. 


tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of Col- | 


onel John Eugene Leitzendorfer; which was read 
the first time, and ordered to a second reading. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PORTER, on leave given, introduced a 
bill to provide for the legal adjudication of claims 
to lands in certain cases therein mentioned; which 
was read twice, and referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill, granting to the borough of_Michil- 
imackinac a certain quantity of public ground; 
which was read twice, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Publie Lands. 

Mr. SHEPLEY, on leave given, introduced a 
bill in addition to the act granting drawback on 
certain goods, wares, and merchandise, passed 
January, 1805; which was read twice, and refer- 
red to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. BENTON, on leave given, presented a 


statement from the Treasurer of the imports and | 


exports of specie for the past year up to 13th of | 


December; which was ordered to be printed. 
Mr. SOUTHARD, on leave given, introduced 
a bill relative to certain improvements in Florida; 


which was read twice, and referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Naval Affairs. 


THE PUBLIC LANDS. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN submitted the following 
resolution: 
Resolved, That thirty copies of the documents 
in relation to the public lands, now printing by 


t | | order of the Senate, be distributed by the Secre- 
Mr. BURGES did not rise to follow the gen- 


tary; as follows: ten copies to the Library of 
Congress; ten copies to the office of the Secretary 


of the Senate; ten copies to the office of the Clerk | 


of the House of Representatives. 
IMPROVEMENTS OF THE WABASH RIVER. 


On motion of Mr. TIPTON, the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the resolution submitted by 
him yesterday, for an inquiry into the expedi- 
ency of an appropriation to improve the Wabash. 

Mr. T. said he was desirous of making another 
effort to obtain an appropriation to improve the 
navigation of the Wabash. It is with great re- 


luctance, (said Mr. T.) that I obtrude myself | 


upon the notice of the Senate, but this subject 


is of such vital importance to my constituents || 


that | cannot let it rest without making another 
effort to serve them. 


ills the President of the United States has re- 
fused his sanction, I have no doubt, under a mis- 
taken idea of the claims of the river, as well as 
the facts of the case. I consider it due to myself, 
and not disrespectful to the President of the Uni- 


| ted States, to say that! differ from him in opinion 


in relation to the power to appropriate money to 
improve the navigation of our rivers. He does 
not feel authorized to sanction appropriations to 
improve rivers unless it be such as lead to a port 


Bills have passed both | 
branches of Congress at different sessions appro- | 
ene money to improve that river, but to these | 











December 16, 
| of entry established by law,and he has more than 
| once refused his sanction to bills to improve the 
| Wabash river upon that ground,as I ungerstand 
| him. I contend that the power exists to appropri- 
| ate money to improve rivers in any part of the Uni- 
| ted States where the business of the country and 

the capacity of the river require such improve- 
ment; and I have no fears in trusting the money 
in the Treasury to the discretion of Congress and 
the President, to be appropriated to such objects 
as the interest of the country may require. Teles 
the supervision and control that the people hold 
_ over their public servants through the ballot-box, 

all is then perfectly safe. 

The President, in his annual message, with 
' which he returned the Wabash bill to the Senate, 

has signified that, ifa port of entry was established 
on the Wabash, it would bring appropriations to 
| improve that river within the rule that he has laid 
down for the government of his own action in 
such cases. Without being able to perceive either 
| the wisdom or the justice of the rule, I have de- 

termined to yield to the necessities of the case, 
/and so far to conform to it as to ask the Senate 

to pass a bill establishing a port of entry at the 
town of Lafayette, and another appropriating 

money to improve the river, and hope that hon- 
_ orable Senators will give both their support. 

At the late session of Congress the bill for im- 
proving the Wabash was laid before the Presi- 
dent on the 28th of June, two days before Con- 
gress adjourned; and on the 30th of that month, 
on the last day of the session, we received a ver- 
bal message through our committee, informing us 
that the President of the United States had ap- 

pane and signed all the bills passed by the two 

ranches of Congress at the then present session, 
except that for improving the navigation of the 
Wabash; and as that bill involved a question of 
importance, he had retained it for further consid- 
eration. In his message returning this bill to the 
Senate, the President stated that he had not been 
able to satisfy his mind that the bill ought to pass. 
He goes on to state his objections to extravagant 
appropriations for internal improvement, and 
argues over again the case of the Maysville road 
bill, but he says not one word of the merits or the 
demerits of the Wabash bill, against which I con- 
tend that no sound reasoning can be produced, 
drawn from the Constitution or the practice of this 
Government from its foundation. Noram } able 
to discover any necessary connection between 
the Maysville road bill and the Wabash bill. The 
former provides for a local object—the construc- 
tion of a road from one point to another within 
a State; the latter provides the means to improve 
an important river, the line of demarcation be- 
| tween two States, a reserved public highway, as 
I shall presently show. 

The common phrase, internal improvement, is 
generally used in speaking of roads and canals: 
theseamay be local, and best constructed by the 
individual State within which they lie, because a 
road or canal can be constructed in any direction 
through a State or county. But, sir, improving 
, the navigation of our rivers is very different. The 
rivers of the United States are the common prop- 
erty of all; everybody may navigate them with- 

out let or hindrance; and that the joint funds of 

the nation should improve them cannot, in my 
| judgment, be denied. ‘This principle has been 
acted upon from our earliest history, and I know 
of no case where the General Government has 
refused to improve a river of so much importance 
to any portion of our country as the Wabash is 
to the western States. 

The appropriation now asked for is to be ex- 
pended in connection with other appropriations 
to open a line of communication by water from 
New York to New Orleans. It should be borne 
_in mind that large appropriations have been made 
to improve the Hudson, the Mississippi, and the 
Ohio rivers; the New York canal connects the 
Hudson river with lake Erie at Buffalo; the 
Wabasii and Erie canal will connect lake Erie, 
_ through the Maumee bay, with the Wabash, at 

or near the town of Lafayette. This canal is 
‘upwards of two hundred miles long, about sev- 
enty-eight miles in the State of Ohio and one 
hundred and twenty-eight within the State of 
Indiana; this canal is now being constructed. 
Thirty-five miles of that portion of this work 
lying within the State of Indiana is finished, and 
ready to be filled with water next spring; forty 
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miles more are under contract, and to be com- {| 


pleted next fall; and it is in contemplation to put 
the balance within Indiana under contract next 
season; and there can be no reasonable doubt 
but that Ohio will finish her part of this noble 
work without unnecessary delay, and we look 
with confidence to the completion of the whole 
work within three years. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. | 


' 


| 6 poses contemplated y Congress can be accom- 1} 


Following down the Wabash from the inter- || 


section of our canal at Lafayette to the rapids at 
White river, where the improvement contem- 
slated by this motion is to be made, the distance 
is about three hundred miles, and navigable for 
steam-boats most of the year; and from these 
rapids to the Ohio is one hundred miles, also 
navigable. By improving these rapids, and the 
completion of our canal, we will open a water 
communication from New York to New Orleans, 
the shortest and the best that ever can be con- 
structed across this Continent. Is such a work 
not worthy the attention of the soso | 
Oris the door of the appropriation now to be 
closed on the application of Indiana and Ilinois | 
for aid to complete this most important public | 
work ? 

The Wabash is a reserved public highway, by 
a compact between the United States and the 
Commonwealth of Virginia, at the time that Vir- 

inia ceded the Northwestern Territory to the 
Jnited States; and by an ordinance of Congress, 
of 13th July, 1787, the fourth article of this ordi- 
nance concludes thus: ‘* The navigable waters 
‘leading into the Mississippi and St. Lawrence, 
‘and the carrying places between the same, shall | 
‘be common highways, and forever free, as well 
‘to the inhabitants of the said Territory as to 
‘the citizens of the United States, aad those of 
‘any other State that may be admitted into the 
‘Confederacy, without any tax, impost, or duty 
‘therefore.’’ Here is an ordinance of Congress 
older than the Constitution, is embraced in, and 
has become part of, the Constitution, and it gives | 
power to improve the rivers. 


By an act of 2d March, 1827, Congress granted | 


lands to aid in constructing a canal, to connect, at 
navigable points, the waters of the Wabash with 
those of Lake Erie, and reserved the right to the 
United States to transport troops and munitions 
of war on that canal free of any charge. This 
canal is now in rapid progress of construction. 
It lies within the limits of two States, occupying 
what was the principal carrying place, between 
the Mississippi and the St. Lawrence, at the 


time of forming the act of cession and ordinance | 


above mentioned; the United States having re- 
served the right to use both our river and canal, 


| nongahela—watering a much 
| territory, of the finest soil in the world, witha 


| Red river.. 


| Savannah river, in removing obstructions 


free of any charge. Can it, then, be unreasonable | 


or unconstitutional for the General Government || 
I think | 


to improve the navigation of the river? 
not. 

At the point where this appropriation is to be 
expended, the Wabash is the line of demar- 
cation between the States of Indianaand Illinois. 
Each of these States has made an appropriation 
to aid in improving the rapids; but these young 
States have not the ability to complete the work. 
Indiana has contracted a debt of nearly half a mil- 
lion in the prosecution of her canal, and it will 


probably be necessary to double that debt within | 


the present year; and our people very naturally, 
and I think very properly, look to the General 
Government, the great landholder in the West, 
to reimprove these rapids with the moncy of the 


nation, as it will evidently benefit the whole | 


country. 

The State of Indiana pays into the United 
States ‘Treasury as large a sum, as a tax or duty 
on goods imported from foreign markets, and 


Union of the same population, besides what her 
inhabitants pay for the public lands bought for 
cultivation. 
cept that of Trail creek, on Lake Michigan; no 


breakwaters to draw millions from the Treasury | 


in their construction. She asks nothing but the 


She has no harbors to improve, ex- | 


improving of her rivers. No session of Congress 
passes but other States are provided with money | 


to improve their rivers. 


long list of lesser streams that I will not detain the 
Senate to read, have all been improved at the 
expense of the General Government. 

At the session of Congress of 1831-’32, a bill 
passed, and was approved, providing for improving 


he Hudson, James, | 
Savannah, Red, and Cumberland rivers, with a | 


os . |, that river have been vetoed or withheld. 
consumed by her citizens, as any State in the |) 4) * | 






Al 


the Monongahela and other rivers, to places where | informing them of what had been done for their 
there were no ports of entry;* and the Globe, in |) benefit, and what was left undone; but said noth- 
apologizing for that approval, says: ‘‘If the pur- || ing flattering of the treatment that the Wabash 

bill had met with, and concluded by advising the 
people to correct these wrongs at the ballot-box. 
After the publication of my circular, the Globe, a 
newspaper printed in this city, devoted three or 
four of its long columns in abusing me, because 
I had dared thus toaddress my constituents. But, 
sir, | do not feel injured by this attack of the 
Globe. ‘The writer in that paper must establish 
a character for truth and veracity among the peo- 
|| ple of Indiana, before they will take his word 
| againstone they have known long and known well. 
| The writer of the article referred to has mistaken 
his men, if he thinks that I can be lashed into 
silence; for the power of the press, nor no other 
power, can intimidate or will keep me silent while 


} 


‘plished, and the three rivers mentioned made 
‘navigable to the points in question, then ports 
‘ of entry will of course be established at the head 
‘of navigawon.”’ Ll ask, why not be so liberal to 
the Wabash? Itisa larger river than the Mo- 

more extensive | 


greater population to be provided for. 

To show what has been done elsewhere, I 
have procured a statement showing the appro- 
priations of 1832 and 1834, for improving har- 
bors and rivers, It is as follows: 


«Ippropriations for improving rivers in 1832. Laws | 
of first session of Congress, 1832, page 134: 








|p ey ie | the interest of Indiana is at stake; and in this case 
| Pascagoula iain cae ee of a : Rr 15,900 || of the Wabash bill I contend that justice has not 
| Red river, Louisiana, and Arkansas..... 22,628 | been meted out to her. . = De 
Berwick branch of the Piscataqua river. 250 || A President, or other public officer, is but a 
Entrance of the Genesee river......e+++ 16,000 | ome being—here to-day, gone to-morrow; 
Cape Fear river, below Wilmington, rut t 1e principles of justice, upon which our 
Worth Carolinas. ....sscosccoce.ecss 8,000] Government should be administered, are immuta- 
Ohio, Missouri, and Mississippi rivers... 50,000 |) see and will endure in all time to come. Every 
Thi, Dreaiinud ts, extend the eteambest | pu lic man owesaheav responsibility to his con- 
navigation from Pittsburg to the Cumber- stituents, and I would have felt unworthy the 
land road at Brownsville; also the Mis- | trust reposed in me, if I had remained silent ona 
souri, from its junction with the Missis- subject so deeply interesting to those I have the 
sippi, to the mouth of the Kansas river; ee - part, ” prey here, as 
and also the Upper Mississippi, from St. ve term of service of the present Chief Magis- 
Louis to Galena, with power to remove | trate is drawing to a close; what he has done, he 
alt aiatieans tanita te: thoi ee ae has done; it must go down to — to form 
Whe Ackntinas river. ssc, <o..cccccccs 15000 his political character, and God cnows that I need 
The mouth of Conneaut ercek, Ohio.... 7,800 || not, if I could, pluck a laurel from his brow; but, 
Removing obstructions at the mouth of | sir, this subject of improving our rivers cannot 
the Ashtabula creek, Ohio........... 3,800 || rest here; the people should take it into their own 
Removing obstructions at the mouth of hands, and in selecting a successor for the present 
the Grand river, Ohio......+0.2....02 2,600 || i umbent, before they cast their votes, they 
"Fo somove eand bar at the mouth of the | should ascertain whether he is for or against in- 
Wil Minti cis ovindcataccecesusess, QAO U ternal improvement. No, sir, that is too broad 
NiOmth Of \FAUrO0 £1VEC ss cece cc cenceccce. 10001 a term; it can be explained a construed to 
Cumberland river......ccececcecseceses 30,000 1 mean anything or nothing. They should know 


whether the candidates are for or against improv- 
ing the navigation of our rivers; and I aver that 
no men holding the opposite doctrine need expect 
one fourth of our votes. 

I hope, sir, that this resolution will be adopted, 
and that both Congress and the President will 
agree that the United States should improve this 
river. I cannot believe, without more evidence 
than is now before me, that there is a disposition 
in either to preventit when the question 1s prop- 

erly understaod.* 


PAP RRNGUTIGOES. ucccsseteereeetcecescn MUNGO 


Appropriations for improving rivers, made in 1834. | 
Laws of first session of Congress, page 63. 


Cape Fear river, below Wilmington, North Car- | 

GRE « casoc acdeccaseceverecsccosenceti eee | 
Ohio, Missouri, and Mississippi rivers. . .50,000 
St. Mark’s river, Florida......cccccccess 4,600 
-90,000 


eee eee eee eee eee eee ee ee eens 


from the city of Savannah to its mouth.30,000 
Genesee river, for completing the works 
CROROO v0.5 6 ov'n bc oes sees senses ens oeeOOUO 
| Grand river, Ohio, for repairing and secur- 
Ing*the WOrKS. . 66. ee eeeeereeereeeecee 0,000 


*As Mr. Trrron’s remarks, made on the floor 


of the Senate, implicating the character of our 
press, have the advantage of a place in the Con- 


Black river, for securing the works...... 5,000 : 
| Huron river, tees laa 6,700 gressional Globe, as part of the debate, we feel 
Ashtabula creek, Ohio. ....+..0.00..++++ 5,000 || bound to submit the refutation through the same 


CURMOETIONE FIVER 6 v6 00 dic owee es e'vsce ccd SOOO 
Hudson river, (see page 103)....+++++.+--70,000 


This statement shows that millions upon mil- 
lions are applied to improving rivers and small 
streams Pei ge th Nauuanien If but ten, twenty, || own forum.—Editors of the Globe. 
or fifty miles long, you call them rivers, and we || 
vote money toimprove them. Ido not mention 
this in a spirit of complaint, but to show the 
contrast. We have over five hundred miles of 
Wabash, one thousand miles of Ohio, and two 
thousand miles of Mississippi. These we think 
present equal claims to attention, and I feel itmy 
| duty to urge them upon the notice of Congress. 
| All other rivers besides the Wabash have been 
|improved by the United States, while bills for 
Was 
| this necessary for the public good, or is it justand | 
| proper? Do those in power think that my con- | 
stituents will remain forever silent under such 
circumstances? I do not mean, Mr. President, | 
to charge the Chief Magistrate with intentional | 

| 


channel. If wecannot meet our honorable assail- 
| ants where they take the privilege of making their 


attacks, they will at least allow us to reply in our 








From the Daily Globe of December 18. 
Ij “Senator Tipton. 
‘‘ This gentleman, in a speech made by him in 


the Senate, which appeared in the Globe yester- 
| day,as sent by himself for publication, makes 


| the following remark: 

| ‘<*T have recently been taught that a system is 
| ‘ practiced to keep men silent that are disposed to 
| ‘speak out. When Congress adjourned last sum- 
| ‘mer, I addressed a circular to my constituents, 
| informing them of what had’been done for their 
‘ benefit, and what was left undone; but said noth- 
| ‘ing flattering of the treatment that the Wabash 
| *bill had met with, and concluded by advising 
‘the people to correct these wrongs at the ballot- 
‘box. After the publication of the circular, the 


injustice, but only to say, that he has acted under 
a mistaken apprehension of the facts, which has 
| worked injustice to my constituents. 

I have recently been taught that a system is 
practiced to keep men silent that are disposed to 
speak out. When Congress adjourned last sum- | 
mer, I addressed a circular to my constituents, | : 

ebipcaaid Last — || ‘cause I had dared thus to address my constituents. 
| * This appropriation is for the improvement of the Mo- || * But, sir, I do nov feel injured by this attack of 
| nongzhela river, upon which there never has been any port | 


of entry established. || ‘the Globe. The writer in that paper must estab- 





| ‘three or four of its long columns in abusing me, be- 


| 
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Mr. WEBSTER said he did not understand 
whether the subject-matter of the present reso- 
lution was for ap appropriation to improve the 
Wabash, or whether it was the resolution sub- 
mitted some days ago by the honorable member, 
[Mr. Tirronx,) which directed an inquiry, by a 
committee, into the expediency of making 4 port 
of entry high up on the Wabash. 

[The resoluuon was again read at Mr. W.’s 
request. } 

4r. W. resumed. That resolution, as he un- 
derstood it, was for the purpose of removing the 


* lish a character for truth and veracity among the 
‘people of Indiana, before they will take hiseword 
‘against one they have known long, and known well. 
‘The writer of the article referred to has mistaken 
‘his man, if he thinks that I can be lashed into 
‘silence; for the power of the press, nor no other 
‘power, can intimidate or will keep me silent 
‘while the interest of Indiana is at stake; and in 
Wabash bill that 
* justice has not been:meted out to her.’ 


‘this case of the I contend 

‘*We have marked in italics the passages in 
the above to which we would invoke the attention 
of the public, It will be seen that Mr. Trpron 
makes a question of veracity with us, which he 
refers to its decision. We most cheerfully submit 


ourselves to its judgment, and will agree to stand | 


forever branded as a calumniator, if a single | 


honest man in the country shall say that, in the 
article to which Mr. Tipton alluded in the Senate, 
there is one false charge brought against him, or 
anything like abuse. 

‘We give below the whole article on which 
the Senator from Indiana has based the charge, 
that we have ‘DEVOTED THREE OR FOUR OF ITS 
(the Globe’s) LONG COLUMNS IN ABUSING HIM’— 
and we peremptorily deny, that there is a single 
line in that article, or that we ever wrote any 
other article in relation to Mr. Trpron, which 
wiil justify his assertion. On the contrary, it 
will be scen that, although in his circular he has 
insinuated a strong impeachment of the Presi- 
dent’s motives in refusing his signature to the 
Wabash bill, yet, in our reply, which was in- 
tended to vindicate the Chief Magistrate from 
the aspersions of the Senator, we carefully ab- 
stained from making any remark which could be 
construed into retaliation, or savoring, in the 
slightest degree, of vindictive retort. 

“As General Tirron has so wantonly and 
unjustly assailed us on the floor of the Senate, as 
having abused him, and of violating truth in 
giving vent to the bad feeling which induced such 
a course, he will pardon us for stating some cir- 
cumstances which, we trust, will satisfy Mr. 
Tirton that our disposition towards him has 
been directly the reverse of that imputed. 

‘* Mr. Tirron was for many years an Indian 
agent. He has acquired a great estate in the lands 
obtained by treaties from the Indians, while he 
These lie upon the 
Wabash, and in the neighborhood of the route of 


held his agency. lands 
the canal, through which the Senator proposes to 
unite the navigation of the Lakes with that of the 
Mississippi. One of the Representatives of Indi- 
ana had resolved to exhibit charges against Mr. 
Tipton. We entertained so good an opinion of 
Mr. Tirron as to believe him incapable of the 
wrong imputed, and interested ourselves person- 
ally to prevent the publication of the contemplat- 
ed accusation against him. We still hope that 
there is some mistake in the grounds upon which 
the gentleman to whom We have alluded intended 
to rest his charges; but when we find Mr. Tirron 
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constitutional objections urged by the President 
against the appropriation by Congress for the 
improvement of that river, He did not propose 
to argue the question involved in the objection at 


this time, though he proposed to do so when the , 


question should come up. He would, however, 
only remark that he did not comprehend, if Con- 
gress did not possess the constitutiona) power to 


improve the navigation ofa stream, how the power | 


todo so could be acquired by first establishing a 
port of entry upon the stream. As to the present 


resolution, he thought there could be no objection | 


ready to assail our press without cause, to grati- 


ty the malignity of the Opposition in the Senate, | 
and evidently with a view to conciliate their sup- | 


port to a measure calculated to advance the value 
of his lands, we must confess that we feel our 
What will 


not a man do, who is ready, without provocation, 


faith in him somewhat diminished. 


to sacrifice a friend to the Moloch opposition, to 
induce them to pander to his own personal in- 
terests? 


“But Mr. Tipron is ready to appeal to the 


ambition, as well as the malice, of the Opposition || 


leaders, to carry his measure in the Senate. 
‘«* This subject of improving our rivers cannot 


‘rest here. The people should take it into their 


, own hands, and, in selecting a successor for the 


| ‘internal improvement. 


‘ present incumbent, before they cast their votes, | 


‘they should ascertain whether he is for oragainst 
No, sir; that is too 


|*broad a term; it can be explained away, or 


' ‘construed to mean anything or nothing; they | 
‘should know whether the candidates are for or | 


‘against improving the navigation of our rivers; 
‘and I aver that no men holding the opposite doctrine 
‘need expect one fourth of our votes.’ 


‘« Mr. Tipron having thus, in effect, promised 


three fourths of the State of Indiana to some can- 
didate for the Presidency in favor of ‘ improving 


the navigation of our rivers,’ Mr. WessTeEr in- 
_stantly takes him at his word, and responds: 


‘© * With regard to the resolution under consider- 
‘ation, he had no objection to its adoption. He had 


‘no more doubt of the right of Congress to improve | 
‘ the navigation of the Wabash, than to appropriate | 
/*money for the Delaware breakwater, for the im- | 
4 provement of Boston harbor, to erect fortifications, | 


‘to improve aharbor in Lake Eric, or to build a light- 
‘house at the mouth of the Balize.’ 

** So, it seems that the log-rolling system of 
voting away money raised by taxes on the people 


‘generally, to secure the influence of particular 


sections or States, is to be resumed, under the 
auspices of Messrs. Wensternand Tipton. This 


| looks like a wedding!!! 


‘*¢ With one further remark, we dismiss the 
subject. Mr. Tipton says: 

*** 41l other rivers have been improved except the 
© Wabash, while bills for that river are vetoed or with- 
‘ held.’ 

**Isthis' true? We deny it positively. The ap- 
propriations applied under the direction of Presi- 
dent Jackson have all been confined to streams 


Mr. Tre- 


TON instances the Monongahela as one to which 


leading to ports of entry or delivery. 


an appropriation has been made, and on which | 


no port of entry has been established. It is true 
that an appropriation was put at the disposal of 
the President, authorizing him to lay it out in 
improving the Ohio, Mississippi, and Mononga- 
hela. 


, act, and applied it on the Ohio and Mississippi— 


and exclusively below the ports of entry on 


| each.’’ 


i 


He exerted the discretion given him in the | 
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to it. He voted last year for the bill making the 
appropriation to improve the Wabash; and he 
entertained no more doubt about the constitutional 
, power of Congress to do so, than he did of the 
power to construct a breakwater at the mouth of 
the Delaware—to erect fortiftcations—to improve 
Boston harbor, or the harbors in Lake Erie. H,. 
had no scruples whatever about it. He thought 
last year that the people of Indiana had claims, 
/ and therefore he voted for the bill. And if the 
honorable gentleman thought he had any pros. 
pect of obtaining the passage of a law for the pur- 
pose, he would support it again. He (Mr. W.) 
thought there was no reasonable prospect -of 
success, so long as the councils of the nation 
were so much divided as they were at present on 
_ this subject. 
Mr. TIPTON made a few other remarks; after 
which, the resolution was adopted. . 


ELECTION OF A CHAPLAIN. 


The Senate then proceeded to the special order 
of the day, which was the election of Chaplain. 
The ballots having been taken, resulted as fol- 
lows: 
Mr. Hatch. cccoccccsccccseccccsccccoes Ds 
Ble. Perrier ccaceecccmsccascesecesecs 
Mir. St@tkton. ..cvrcccccccvescoscscccces 
BER, POE an noses 09005007 eeeeesse ne ess 
Mir. Umgerer..cccecsccccscccovccsccccces 
|] Mr. Brooke. cccccccccccccccccccscccccce 
Mr. Sargent .....ccccsccccsccccscccccce 


~ 


Wm ID De MTG 


Mr. Higby.....ccccccccccccccccccsccecs 


He | 


\| No person having a majority of votes, the Sen- 
'| ate proceeded to a second ballot, when the follow- 
‘| ing was the result: 

Ar. Hatch. .ccccccsscccccerccseccesesenn 

| Mr. Perry.....ccccoccccccccccccesseses 9 
| Be OEP a wnnncec Seen cnecesencacese F 
1} Mr. Tipton ...cccccccccccescccccccvsecs 
Mr. Higby... cccrccccrecccccvccccccses 
Mr. Sargent ..ccccsccccccccccsccccccces 
1] Mr. Stockton. ..cccccccccccsccccccccccs 


NE i eins: dice ates Baas aN Wereans 


pad fed feed feed pes 
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| | 
; 


} 


‘| Mr. Harcn, having received a majority of all 


'| the ballots given, was declared duly elected Chap- 
lain for the present session. 


RESOLUTIONS ADOPTED. 


The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. 
Henpnricks, relative to certain post stile, and 
one submitted by Mr. Tipton, relative to im- 
proving the harbor of Trail creek, were adopted. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 


| On motion of Mr. BENTON, the resolutions 
| submitted by him, relative to an alteration of the 
Constitution, were ordered to be printed, and 
were made the special order of the day for Mon- 
day next. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT OF WISCONSIN. 


The bill to establish the territorial government 
of Wisconsin was read a second time, and, on 
‘| motion of Mr. Kane, referred to the Judiciary 
Committee. 





| 
| 
| 


GRANT OF LAND. 


The bill granting a township of land to the 
| French University at St. Louis was, on motion 
of Mr. Benron, referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


PROCEEDS OF THE PUBLIC LANDS. 


Mr. CLAY moved that the bill introduced by 
him, to distribute, for a limited time, the pro- ; 
ceeds of the sales of public lands among the sev- 
| eral States, be taken up, and made the order of 
the day for Tuesday, the 30th instant. 
| The Senate then adjourned. 
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Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Mr. HUBBARD, of New Hampshire; 

Mr. TRUMBULL, of Connecticut; 

Mr. HALL, of Vermont; 

|| Messrs. McVEAN, GILLET, and HUNT- 
|| INGTON, of New York; 
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Mr. McKIM, of Maryland; | 
Messrs. CHINN, LOYALL, ALLEN, Me- || 
COMAS, CLAIBORNE, and ROBERTSON, of 
Virginia ; 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky; 

Mr. LEA, of Tennessee; wert 

Messrs. CORWIN and MITCHELL, of Ohio; 

Mr. EWING, of Indiana. 3 

Messrs. CASEY and MAY, of Illinois; 

{Mr. Casey presented the petition of Janet 
Gasten, widow of John Gasten, deceased, a sol- 
dier of the Revolution, praying remuneration for 
services rendered, and losses sustained, during 
the revolutionary war; which, on his motion, 
was referred to the Committee on Revolutionary 
Claims. 

Mr. WHITE, of Florida; 

Which petitfons and memorials were referred 
to appropriate committees. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. POLK, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bills: 
A bill regulating the deposits of the public 
money of the United States in certain local banks; 
A bill to repeal so much of the act entitled **An 
act transferring the duties of commissioner of | 
loans to the Bank of the United States, and abol- | 
ishing the office of commissioner of loans,’’ as 
requires the Bank of the United States to perform 
the duties of commissioner of loans for the several 

States; and ® 

A bill to authorize the sale of the bank stock 
of the United States. 

The said bills were read twice, and, on mo- 
tion of Mr. POLK, their further consideration | 
was postponed to, and they were made the spe- 
cial orders of the day for, the first Monday in 
January. 


Mr. POLK, from the same committee, report- 
ed a bill making appropriations for the payment 
of revolutionary and other pensions of the United 
States for the year 1835; which was read twice, 
and committed to a Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Kentucky, from the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, reported the following 
bills; which were read twice and committed: 

A bill for the better organization of the corps 
of topographical engincers; 

A bill providing for the gradual increase of the 
corps of engineers, and for other purposes; and 

A bill to authorize the appointment of addi- 
tional paymasters. 








Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a 
bill extending the time for issuing military land 
warrants to the officers and soldiers of the revo- | 
lutionary army; which was read twice, and di- 
rected to be engrossed for a third reading. 


Mr. WAYNE, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, reported the following bills; which | 
were read twice and committed: sate 

A bill to authorize the allowance of certain 
charges in the account of the American consul at | 
London; and | 

A bill to provide for the settlement of the 
claim of Mary O’Sullivan. 


Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, reported a bill authorizing the enlistment 
of boys in the naval service; which was read | 
twice and committed. 

Mr. MERCER, from the Committee on Roads 
and Canals, reported the following resoultion; 
which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be discharged from the further consider- | 
ation of the resolution instructing them to inquire | 
into the expediency of making an appropriation 
for the improvement of the road through the 
Homochitto swamp, on the mail route from 
Natchez to New Orleans, and that the resolution 
be referred to the Committee of the Whole, to | 


which has been referred a bill embracing the same | 
object. 


RESOLUTIONS. 


The following resolutions, submitted yesterday, | 
were taken up and agreed to: 


By Mr. McKim: 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury | 
be directed to have assayed at the Mint of the | 
United States all foreign gold and silver coins | 
now in circulation throughout the United States, | 
and to furnish this House with a statement of the | 


Tas 





quantity of fine gold and silver contained in each 
of the said coins, and their current value at the 
Mint, agreeably to the law passed at the last 
session of Congress, regulating the value of gold 
and silver coins. 

By Mr. Tuomas, of Maryland: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be, and he‘is requested, to communicate to this 
House any information he has received, or can 
obtain, concerning the official proceedings of the 
Government directors in the Bank of the United 
States. 

By Mr. Mercer: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury 
be directed to lay before this House a copy of 
any contract which may have been made since 
the last session of Congress, for the construction 
of a bridge across the Potomac, within the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and an estimate of the probable 
cost of the same, according to the terms of such 
contract. 


By Mr. Brain: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be in- 
structed to furnish this House with a copy of the 
survey of the falls of the river Ohio; also, the es- 
timate made by Captain Henry Shrieve, of the 
probable cost of improving the navigation through 
the falls; as also his plan for doing the same. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Futton, was taken up: , 

Resolved, That five thousand copies of the Pro- 
ceedings and Discussions of the French Chamber 
of Deputies on the subject of the treaty between 
France and the United States, be printed for the 
use of the members of this House. 


After a short explanation by Messrs. EVER- 
ETT of Massachusetts, FULTON, and FOS- 
TER, the resolution was amended by striking 
out ** five thousand,’’ and inserting ‘ten thou- 
sand;’? when it was agreed to. 


On motion of Mr. WILSON, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Roads and 
Canals be instructed to inquire into the expediency 
of directing an appropriation to be made for the 
improvement of the Monongahela river, from 
Middletown, in Virginia, to Pittsburg, in Penn- 
sylvania. 

On motion of Mr. LOYALL, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


| sions inquire into the expediency of granting to 


the heirs or legal representatives of Josiah Hop- 
kins, aseamen, who was wounded on board the 
United States sloop of war Hornet, during the 
late war with Great Britain, arrears of pension to 
which he was entitled, from the 23d of March, 
1815, to the Sth of September, 1833. 


On motion of Mr. ALLEN, of Virginia, it 
was 

Resolved, That the Cemmittee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
changing the time of holding the United States 
court for the western district of Virginia, at 
Clarksburg. 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Post 
Office and Post Roads be instructed to inquire 
into the expediency of establishing a post road 
from Kingston to Greenville, North Carolina. 

Mr. CLAYTON submitted the following reso- 
lution: 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting 
a law for the purpose of remitting the duties on 
locomotive engines, railroad car wheels with 
rolled iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already 
imported, or which may hereafter be imported 
within two years. 

Mr. DENNY moved to amend the resolution 
by striking out the ‘* Committee of Ways and 

eans,’’ and inserting the ** Committee on Man- 
ufactures.”’ 

Mr. CLAYTON was opposed to the amend- 
ment. On former occasions, similar iy voserscer 
had been referred as he proposed. nything 
having relation to the imposition or remission of 


duties belonged peculiarly to the Committee of || 


Ways and Means. 

r. DENNY conceived it irregular to send to 
the Committee of Ways and Means a matter af- 
fecting the industry of the country, and which 
properly belonged to the Committee on Manu- 
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factures. This was not strictly a proposition of 
revenue, and he hoped his amendment would be 
agreed to. 

Mr. SPEIGHT was in favor of the resolution 
as it was originally offered. He would not im- 
pugn the motives of the members of the Commit- 
tee on Manufactures, but a majority of that com- 
mittee was in favor of the protective principle. 
The Committee of Waysand Means were charged 
exclusively with the care of the revenue and the 
manner of raising it. They would, therefore, 
give to the subject an impartial investigation. As 
had been remarked, similar references had been 
heretofore made, and he hoped no attempt to 
stifle or smother this inquiry would prevail. 

Mr. PARKER did not regard this proposition 
as one of revenue or finance. It was nota ques- 
tion whether the revenue should be reduced, but 


| whether it was good policy to admit certain arti- 


cles free of duty, and how far such a measure 
might affect an important branch of home indus- 
try. The question was a simple one, and from 


| its very terms it was evident that the inquiry 


properly belonged to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, 

Mr. POLK referred to the practice heretofore 
in similar cases, toshow that the inquiry properly 
belonged to the Committee of Ways and Means. 
He was indifferent as to the disposition which the 
House might make of the proposition. 

Mr. EVERETT, of Vermont, presumed that 
the main object of the gentleman from Georgia 
was a reduction of the revenue. He referred to 
the former practice of the House, and the prece- 
dents cited by the gentleman from Tennessee, 
{Mr. Poix.] They were not in point, and were 
generally cases where articles had been already 
imported, and did not look to future importations, 
&c. 

{The further discussion of the resolution was 
here arrested by a call for the orders of the day. } 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a letter 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, in response 
to a resolution of the House of the 11th instant, 
calling for information in regard to the causes 
which had retarded the issuing of patents to lands 
in the State of Louisiana; which was laid on the 
table. 

PRINTING AN ANNUAL REGISTER. 


A joint resolution directing the Secretary of 
State to compile and cause to be printed an an- 
nual register of all persons employed in the civil 
and military service of the United States, was 

| read the third time and passed. 


| RIGHT OF WAY. 


The joint resolution granting the right of way 
through the public property of Harper’s Ferry, 
to the Potomac and Winchester Railroad Com- 

| pany, was read the third time and passed. 


BILLS PASSED. 


The following bills were read the third time 
and passed: 
For the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David Chase, 
and others; 
For the relief of Charles Gordon and others; 
For the relief of William McLain and others; 
For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 
For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 
For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 
For the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 
For the relief of Robert Haile; 
For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 
For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
| of William Graham: 
For the relief of Samuel 8. Lord; 
For the relief of Samuel Hunt; 
For the relief of Marcus Quincy and William 
| Gorham, of Portland; and 
| A bill for the relief of Francis Lasselle and 
|| others, Michigan volunteers. 


ARMY AND NAVY PAY. 


On motion of Mr. WA TMOUGH, the House 
| resolved itself into Committee of the Whole (Mr. 

Brices in the chair) on the bill to equalize and 
| regulate the pay of the officers of the anes and 
| Navy of the United States, and the amendment 


| reported to the same by the select commitice to 
| whom the bill had been recommitted, (which 
‘| amendment proposed to strike: out the original, 
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Gorham, of Portland; and 


Michigan volunteers. 


“ 


and insert in lieu thereof, a bill to regulate the | 
pay of the Navy of the United States.) 

Mr. HARPER offered an amendment to that 
part of the amendment which fixed the compensa- 
tion of the senior captain, when commanding a 
squadron, at $5,500 per annum, so as to make the 
allowance $4,500. 

Mr. H. thought the bill caleulated to pamper 
and compensate too highly the higher grade of | 
officers, while many of those in a subordinate 
station were not competenUy provided for, and || 
went at some length into the merits of the entire || 
subject. 

Mr. WATMOUGH. addressed the committee 
in reply, and against the amendment of his col- 
leagues. He went into a detailed explanation of 
the view of the committee which reported the 
bill, Ele dwelt with emphasis on the injustice 
which is done to many of the officers in the Navy 
of the United States by the inadequacy of their 
pay. 

Mr. MANN, of New York, next addressed 
the committee in reply to Mr. Warmoven, in the 
course of which he commented at length upon 
the whole subject. He was in favor of equalizing 
the pay of the oflicers of the Army il Navy; 
but he preferred that this should be done by re- 
ducing the compensation of the officers of the 
Army to that of the pay given to those engaged | 
in the naval service, He believed that the salaries 
generally given to those engaged in the public | 
service ought to be reduced instead of being in- || 
creased. [le had no objections to a proper || 
increase of the pay of a captain commanding a 
squadron on a foreign station; but not to the ex- 
tent proposed. He concluded his remarks by 
moving to strike out the enacting clause. 

The CHAIR decided the motion out of order; 
but on being referred to the rule of the House by | 
Mr. SPEIGHT, the motion was entertained. 

Mr. WARD briefly opposed the proposition of 
his colleague, [Mr. Mawnn,] when it was nega- 
tived, 

After a few additional remarks by Messrs. 
HARPER and WATMOUGH, : 

Mr. WAYNE said, the subject had now been 
brought, by the discussion which had taken place, 
to the notice of the House. He trusted that even 
the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Many,] 
when be had time for reflection, must be con- 
vinced of the propriety of the proposed measure; 
and in order to give further time for an examina- 
tion of the subject, he moved that the commit- 
tee rise and report progress; which was agreed 
to. 

When the House adjourned. 


” 


IN SENATE. 
Wepnespay, December 17, 1834. 
Petitions and memorials were presented by 
Messrs. ‘TYLER, CLAYTON, ROBBINS, and 
PORTER. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The following bills from the House of Repre- 
sentatives were read the first time, and referred to 
the appropriate committees: 

A joint resolution directing the Secretary of 
State to compile and cause to be printed an an- 
nual register of all persons employed in the civil 
and military service of the United States; 

The joint resolution granting the right of way, 
through the pubiic property at Harper’s Ferry, 
to the Potomac and Winchester Railroad Com- 
pany; 

A bill for the relief of Samuel Bragdon, David 
Chase, and others, - 

For the relief of Charles Gordon and others; 

For the relief of William McLain and others; 

For the relief of William P. Zantzinger; 

For the relief of Silas D. Fisher; 

For the relief of Tufts and Clarke; 

For the relief of Humphrey B. Gwathmey; 

For the relief of Robert Haile; 

For the relief of the heirs of Evan Edwards; 

For the relief of the heirs and representatives 
of William Graham; 

For the relief of Samuel S, Lord; 

For the relief of Samuel Huntt; 

For the relief of Marcus Quincy and William 


For the relief of Francis Lasselle, and others 
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| length into the subject now. 


| commerce prior to the year 1800. 


BILLS REFERRED. 


A bill to define the claims to land in Louisiana 
and the Territory of Arkansas was read a second 


| time, and referred to the Committee on Public 


Lands. 
The bill to allow further time to complete the 


| issuing and location of military land warrants, 


during the late war was also read a second time, 


| and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 
Mr. POINDEXTER, from the Committee on 


| Public Lands, reported a bill to provide for the 


legal adjudication of claims to lands therein men- 
uuoned. 


Mr. BENTON, from the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of J. and 


W. Beeson and others. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. POINDEXTER, on leave given, intro- 
duced the following bills; which were read twice 
and committed: 

A bill for the relief of Calvin Smith; 

A bill for the relief of Elizabeth Magruder; and 

A bill for the relief of Andrew Knox. 


Mr. KING, of Alabama, on leave given, intro- 
duced a bill for the relief of Thomas Rhoads and 
Jeremiah Austen; which was read twice and com- 


| mitted. 


Also, a bill making an appropriation to com- 
plete a road from Lyme creek to Chattahoochie; 


| which was read twice and committed. 


Mr. BELL, on leave given, introduced a bill 
for the relief of Peter H. Green; which was read 
twice and committed, 

Mr. SOUTHARD, on leave given, introduced 
a bill for the completion of certain improvements 
in Florida; which was read twice and committed. 

RESOLUTION ADOPTED. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Crayton, was considered and adopted: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary 
be instructed to inquire into the expediency of 
providing by law for the payment of a salary to 
the marshal of the Delaware district. 

FRENCH SPOLIATIONS. 


Mr. WEBSTER then moved that the Senate 
proceed to the consideration of the bill to make 


| compensation for French spoliations on Ameri- 


can commerce prior to 1800; whieh was agreed 
to. 

Mr. WEBSTER said, that this subject had 
been so often before the Senate, and he trusted it 
wes so well understood, that he should not re- 
peat what he had said ona former occasion in 
regard toit. The case had been fully investigated 


| before, and several reports had been made upon 
the merits of the claims proposed to be compen- 


sated, accompanied by various documents, state- 
ments, and estimates; these had been printed, 
and were familiar to the members of the Senate. 
At the last session, he entered into an examination 


GLOB 


| } 


| 





of these claims, but he did not intend to go at | 


state, in very few words, an outline of the 


grounds on which the claims rested. The bill 
| proposed to make satisfaction, to an amount not 


He would only | 


exceeding five millions of dollars, for seizures, | 
captures, and sequestrations, upon American | 


posed, in the first place, that illegal seizures and 


The bill sup- | 


captures were made on the vessels and property 
of the citizens of the United States before 1800. | 
Secondly. that these acts of wrong were com- | 
mitted by such authors, and under such circum- | 


| stances, as gave to the sufferers the right tq de- 


mand indemnity therefor from France. The bill 
assumed one other position, and that was, that 
all such claims had an equity upon the United 


States which called upon the Government of the | 


United States to give them indemnity. These 
were the grounds on which the bill was framed. 
That many aggressions, confiscations, and acts 


_ of wrong had been committed upon the property 


of the citizens of the United States, there was no | 
doubt; and that they were committed under cir- | 


_ cumstances which gave them the right to claim 
from the French Government indemnification, was | 


also doubtless. There were only two questions 


| then presented. One was, on what ground was it 
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that the Government of the United States was 
answerable for the indemnity for wrongs con)- 
mitted prior to 1800? And the other was, to 
what extent were the United States bound? The 
answer to the first question was, because, by a 
treaty between the United States and France for 
a consideration valuable to the United States, t\\. 
Government of the United States discharged the 
Government of France from all liability for this 
indemnity. It went upon the ground of disputes 
arising between the parties, of a negotiation rati- 
fied, and ultimately of an offset of the respective 
claims, one against the other, and thus merging 
them forever—in short, that the result was, the 





treaty of commerce of 1798. There was areport 


some years ago upon this subject, giving this 
short view of it. It was thenurged that the claim 
was worthless, by the operation ®f time, which 
gave no hope of indemnity from France; and 
under the accumulation of these objections there 


/was no hope, even if the Government had not 


released them, and therefore the Government 
ought not to pay them. But Mr. W. contended, 
we had advanced too far, at this time, to urge this 
hypothesis. Other claims, no less valuable than 
these were, had been pressed upon France, and 
she had stipulated to pay, in satisfaction of them, 


| twenty-five millions of francs. It had never been 


supposed that the claims prior to 1800 could be 
compensated out of this fund, because they had 
been released, Under the late treaty, a board of 


| commissioners had been established to ascertain 


the extent and validity of the claims contemplated 
under its provisions;and the board had determined 
that this class of claims had no right to be paid 
out of that fund, but only those subsequent to 
1800. These (Mr. W. said) were the claims. ‘The 
United States had relinquished them by this act 
of the Government; the citizens of the United 
States injured by it had no right to apply to the 
Government of France for indemnity, nor to be 
paid out of the twenty-five millions. The other 
question was, as to the amount. It might be 
asked, how we could fix the five millions? His 
answer was, that the amount in the bill, estimating 
the number of captures and confiscations, vessels 
seized, burnt, and destroyed, compared with the 
claims against France, admitted, did not meet the 
real amount due. But he did not wish or intend 
to go into a discussion of the bill at length, nor 
would he do so, unless a debate ensued which 
rendered it necessary. 

Mr. TYLER said, that this subject was of 


| great importance, both as regarded the amount 


specified in the bill and the principles involved in 
it. He had investigated it to some extent, and 


had come to theconclusion that the claimants had 


no just claim. 


He had listened attentively to the 
argument of the honorable member from Massa- 
chusetts, and however capable he was of shaking 
his opinion and convictions on a question of law, 
he had not yet convinced him of his error on this 
subject. But he was not prepared to discuss the 
question now, It went back to the year 1796, 
and embraced a period up to 1800—he must there- 
fore look into the history of the times of that pe- 
riod. These claims had been repeatedly urged 
at that very time, by one Minister after another, 
of our Government, upon France. Every duty of 
pressing them had been discharged by this Gov- 
ernment to every one of its citizens. But the 
main ground upon which the claims rested was, 
that we had entered into a convention with 
France, by which they were lost sightof. This 
was the whole amount of it, and for himself he 
he could not distinguish it from any ordinary 
case of a treaty of peace. How could any Amer- 
ican citizen come here and ask compensation be- 
cause the Government of the United States had 


|, compromised his claim by a treaty of peace? As 


well might an individual whose property had been 
captured by a British cruiser during the late war 


come here and demand to be retributed for it, be- 


cause his claim had been compromised by the 
treaty of peace at Ghent. But there was another 
consideration. The best part of these claims 
went to the insurance companies; and if we were 
bound to retribute them for their losses, we were 
equally entitled to receive a share of their profits 
—their premiums, it was well known, were mon- 
strous. He would like to see the account stated 
fairly. If we take the losses, let us take the pro- 
fits. Mr. T. said, he was willing thus to state the 


- account, for the most immense profits were made 

















at that period in trade; but he did not intend to 
argue the question; his design was simply to 
awaken attention to the subject. 

Mr. BENTON said he was pleased to see that 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Tyter)} had 
opened the debate upon the true grounds—the 

rinciple involved, and the amount appropriated 
in the bill. During fourteen years that he (Mr. 
B.) had the honor of aseat on. this floor, or rather 
during ten years of that time, he had narrowly 
watched this bill. He had been constantly anx- 
ious that some gentleman competent to the task 
would do justice to it, and place the subject be- 
fore the American people in the point of view in 
which it ought to = placed. He (Mr. B.) had 
not had time to look into the question. We had 
a volume of six hundred pages laid on our tables 
some years ago, which was only an epitome— 
no, it was not an epitome, for that term implied 
that the whole subject’was brought out, but it | 
was only a one-sided exhibition of the case, the | 

apers being selected by the agent. Then reports | 
ad been made on the subject. He meant nothing 
unkind in allusion to them, but they had come | 
forward, not in a way tocommand entire respect. | 
This bill, too, was framed upon this ex parte doc- 
ument. He did not complain of it; but he thought 
there ought to be a minority report which should | 
go into the whole subject. The committee who 
reported the bill was composed of five, three of 
whom were well known to be in favor of the claim. 
One gentleman [Mr. Preston] was not here, and | 
the other [Mr. Grunpy] was literally swamped || 
in the business of the Post Office, from which || 
he did not expect to be relieved until the middle | 
of February. The committee was so framed* 
as that it was impossible to bring the subject |, 
before the country. He (Mr. B.) had not time | 
to examine it now; but, if the bill was not to be 
galloped through at once, he would take it up 
and try to make himself master of it. He was 
very glad thatthe honorable gentlemen from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Tyrer] had turned his attention to it. | 
Mr. B. said his own convictions were strong that || 
the bill ought not to pass, and he should feel him- 
self culpable and regardless of the interests of his | 
country if he omitted to give it his attention. The 
time to which the’claims related were not limited 
to 1793, but went back to °76; they were not || 
limited to acts of the revolutionary Government, 
but would include any that could be trumped up | 
under Louis XVI., or the first year of the consul- | 
ate. Was there ever an instance of such an 
illimitable bill? It went back to the time when 
there might be a citizen of the United States, and 
the door was opened as widely as possible for the 
admission of claims. Language could not be 
looser than the phraseology of the bill. Was 
there any case of seizure, of capture, or of confisca- 
tion, since *76, which could not be paid under 
this bill? The cases under which it was alleged 
compensation only could be made were widely | 
different from the last treaty with France. The | 
claims under that treaty were ascertained by the 
negotiators with the utmost possible precision: 
1. For compensation for vessels seized at St. 
Sebastian, which had been invited there by the | 
French General Thouvenot, commanding. 2. For || 
captures made under the Berlin decree, before that || 
decree was known. 3. For captures made after || 
its revocation; and 4, for vessels burnt at sea, to | 
— information of the movements of the || 

‘rench fleet from being communicated to the |! 
British. But (Mr. B. said) he did not rise now | 
to go into the case, but, if the bill was not to be 
galloped through, he begged to say that he had | 
some facts, both as to its principles and details, 
which he wished to lay before the Senate. 

Mr. PRESTON said that, as the honorable 
gentleman from Missouri had alluded to him in 
his remarks, he felt bound to say a word in expla- | 
nation. He would be glad if that gentleman, and 
the honorable member from Virginia, [Mr. Ty- 
LER,] would give a thorough investigation to this 
subject. He (Mr. P.) had been placed on the || 
committee, he supposed, in some sort, by acci- || 
dent, perhaps because he came from a section of || 
country known to be opposed to extravagant |, 








expenditures of the public money. He had in- |} 
vestigated the documents to which the gentleman | 
alluded, and the favorable report of Mr. Living- || 
ston on the subject, and he had formed his opin- 
ion of the merits of these claims from them. He 
took the only report there was against them, 


| 


| tion towards them. 


|| cessful; that precisely in proportion to its mass 
| its momentum was increased—its chance of get- 


The amount 


he did not view that as any consequence, com- 
yared with the principle involved. Whether 
it was five millions or five hundred millions, it 
made no difference with him. If the honor or 
honesty of the nation was implicated, he cared 
not how much of blood or of money it might cost, 
he would support it, whether it was for claims 
anterior or subsequent to 1800. Many of these 
claimants were his constituents, widows and 
children, and therefore he felt a friendly disposi- 
Sut there were dangerous 
and delicate questions involved in it which re- 
quired deliberate and close attention. This he 
was not able to give it now. As regarded the 


|| treaty of 1798, by which these claims were com- 


romised, he did not consider them strengthened 
vy that act. We were willing to have given three 


| times the amount specified in this bill to have 


bought ourselves from the trammels of that treaty. 
Mr. BENTON replied, that the gentleman from 
South Carolina [Mr. Preston] thought the mag- 
nitude of the claims presented an obstacle to the | 
passage of the bill. He believed that, when that 


| gentleman had more experience here, the course 


of our legislation would convince him that it was 
claims of vast magnitude which were most suc- 


ting through was enhanced. It was the millions 
which rolled along rapidly, while the small claims 
were arrested and laid by in the mass of unfin- 
ished business. When the honorable member 
had been as long here as he (Mr. B.) had been, 
he would not be surprised at what he now said. 
The Senator from South Carolina had alluded to 
Mr. Livingston’s report on the subject. And al- 
though he (Mr. B.) had the greatest respect for 
that gentleman’s talents and honor, yet in money 
matters he was a child. 
B.) is in reality owned by assignees, who bought 
from the original claimants for a few cents in the 
dollar, or insurers, who received their premium 


| for all the vessels they insured, whether lost or 
| saved; and is the United States to turn insurer 


for them, and pay for every vessel lost?) The 


/Senator from South Carolina (Mr. Preston] 
said, there were widows and orphans in his State 


who were claimants. Mr. B. said, the old certi- 
ficate funding act of 1791 was plead in the name 


of old soldiers, who had sold to speculators at 
| two and sixpence in the pound, and to whom | 
Congress voted thirty shillings in the pound. | 


The magnitude of this claim was carrying it along, 


| (Mr. B. said,) as the magnitude of the assumption 
| bill carried that, for twenty-five millions; and the 


magnitude of the certificate funding bill carried 
it. They got through immediately; while Amy 
Darden’s horse, at $150, did not get through until 
forty years. He was opposed to voting millions 
to speculators, who buy claims for a trifle on the 


Government; he would not make the Federal 


Government insure the insurers. He would re- 
sist this bill, though he might have to study the 
folio volume of one thousand pages which con- 
tained its history; he would not be restricted to 
the ex parte document, compiled under the direc- 
tion of the agent, as he had been informed, but 
would look to the whole case. He would defend 
the Treasury from this enormous attack upon it. 
He would do battle for his country, and call upon 
others to help. 

Mr. SHEPLEY said he had been alluded to as 
a member of the committee which had reported 


had made up his opinion hastily on the subject; 
but that he had, 


Senate, examined this question, not as a com- 


| mitteeman, but as a Senator, in which capacity 
| he expected to be called upon to act, and had 


prepared himself accordingly. He had not come 


| with materials for the fight; he had copies of the | 


documents before him, from an examination of 
which he had drawn his conclusions. But he 
could show the Senate how he had examined and 
where he had found his materials. From sources 
of undoubted authority, from the printed docu- 
ments of this Government, he had drawn his 
conclusions and come to the conviction that those 


claims were just and ought to be satisfied by this | 
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'and gave the whole his undivided attention as 
\a friend desirous of supporting them; but he 
| found them altogether untenable. 
of the claim was an obstacle to its passage, but 


| could be justly brought against her. 


This claim (said Mr. | 


this bill; that, as he had never before been on this | 
committee, it would be readily supposed that he || 


Ete ot to the meeting of the | 
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country. These claims against France were good, 
and might have been recovered of that Govern- 
ment; that they were worth as much as those for 
which we had obtained indemnities from Spain, 
Denmark, and other Governments; that they 
were regarded so in our negotiations with France. 
That if they had been urged with the same per- 
severance as our claims upon other nations and 
under other circumstances have been, reparation 
would have been made by France. But why 


| were these claims neglected — why not pressed 


by this Government till allowed? 'The reason is 
obvious; because France set up claims against 
us—claims which we were bound by solemn 
obligation to allow. We had guarantied to 
France her possessions in West India, in the 
eleventh article of the treaty, wherein she had 
bound herself to obtain for us independence; also 
other claims under the seventeenth and twenty- 
second articles of the treaty of commerce. We 
had failed to fulfill these stipulations; we had 
shrunk from the contest, and left France to be 
robbed of her pogsession, without raising a finger 
in her behalf. Vor these infractions, France 
justly claimed of us some remuneration—some 
offset for the neglect of her interests, and the 
losses she had sustained thereby. She offered— 
nay, she urged, the United States to appoint a 
| commission to investigate these claims, and was 
ready to pay, to the utmost farthing, all that 
But then 
she claimed of us more than the sum of our claims 
upon her. The United States offered to com- 
pensate her, if she would accept of five million 
francs, for a release of our obligations under the 
eleventh article of the treaty of alliance; but she 
| would not accept it, but offered to receive ten 
millions, which we refused. But these claims of 
France were finally set off against the claims 
| of our citizens; and thus the United States, in 
releasing Irance, has bound herself to discharge 
the claims that our citizens had upon France. 
Mr. S. said, that it had been urged that the 
opinions of the friends of this bill had been formed 
upon parual views of the subject. Butif the gen- 
| tlemen wish for the proof, he could show from 
official documents the facts to which he alluded. 
He did not believe that official documents of this 
| Government presented two directly opposite and 
contradictory propositions. He relied on the 
documents—did not rise with a design to enter 
intoan examination of them page by page, section 
by section, but would refer those gentlemen who 
were desirous of investigating this subject to them 
| for proof of all he had advanced, and was willing 
to exhibit these proofs from the public documents 
on to-morrow, or atany other time when itshould 
be the pleasure of the Senate to hear him. 
On motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the Senate 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 17, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by— 

Messrs. JARVIS and HALL, of Maine, 

{Mr. Jarvis presented the petition of the 
medical faculty of the District of Columbia, on 
the subject of certain low and marshy grounds in 
the city of Washington, belonging to the General 
Government, which are deemed detrimental to 
the health of the city, praying that Congress 
should take such measures as may remedy the 
evil. The petition was referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings. } 

Mr. REED, of Massachusetts; 

Mr. PEARCE, of Rhode Island; 


Messrs. WHITE, BEARDSLEY, PAGE, 
FERRIS, CAMBRELENG, and WARD- 


WELL, of New York; 

Mr. HEATH, of Maryland; 

Messrs. CHINN and PATTON, of Virginia; 

Messrs. TOMPKINS, LYON, POPE, and 
BEATY, of Kentucky; 

(Mr. Pore again presented the petition of Rob- 
ert G. Chappell, praying compensation for de- 
struction of property, &c.; which was referred 
| to the Committee on Indian Affairs;} 

Messrs. FORESTER and BELL, (Speaker,) 

of Tennessee ; 
Mr. PATTERSON, of Ohio; 
Mr. THOMAS, of Louisiana; 
Mr. EWING, of Indiane; 
Mr. CAGE, of Mississippi; 
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Messrs. MAY and REYNOLDS, of Illinois; 

{Mr. Reynonps presented a memorial of the 
Legislature of Ilinois, praying that certain grants 
of lands may be made to individuals, founded 
upon cultivation, and heads of families, &c.] 

Upon presenting the above-mentioned memo- 
rial, Mr. R. said: 

Mr. Speaker, | present to this Hiouse a memo- 
rial from the General Assembly of the State of 
Illinois. ‘This memorial contains some cases of 
ancient settlers in Iilinots, prayinga confirmation 
to certain land claims. These persons emigrated 
to ILinois and became citizens of that country be- 
tween the years 1780 and 1790. ‘They also un- 
proved the soil to such extent as to entitle them 
to an improvement right, so called, of 400 acres, 
under the acts and resolves of Congress, and the 
cession act of the State of Virginia. The Vir- 
ginia cession act passed in the year 1784, and the 
last act of Congress passed in 1791—all recogniz- 
ing and confirming those individuals in their pos- 
sessions and rights who improved and cultivated 
the soil. These settlers er in the country 
between those dates, and made improvements, 
and were, as | conceive, entitled to a confirmation 
of their claims of 400 acres to each individual. 

The Governors of the then Territories, North- 
western and Indiana, who were authorized by 
various acts of Congress to adjust these « laims 
to land, did not grant to each person named in 
this memorial, who was by the Governor’s own 
actsentitled to such grant, the full quantity of 
400 acres; and obtain the balance of the 400 
acres is the prayer of this memorial, and that of 
your humble servant. 
~ | personally know these claimants, and know 
them to be entitled in justice and equity to the 
quantity of land to make up to each the 400 
acres, | 

Which memorials and petitions were appropri- 
ately referred. 


SPECIAL ORDER 
Mr. ASHLEY, by consent, submitted the fol- 


lowing resolution: 


Resolved, ‘That bills Nos. 168 and 174, pro- | 


viding for the extension of the Cumberland road 
from Vandalia, Illinois, to the seat of government 


of Missouri, be made the special order of the day 


for Thursday, the 15th of January next. 
A count being called for on the adoption of the 


Sh Lac 
resoiution, 


Mr. ASHLEY said he hoped the proposition | 


would receive the assent of the House. The sub- 

een long before the House, and in justice to the 
part of the country most interested it should be 
disposed of. He had asked that it should be 
made the special order for the 15th of January, 
in order to afford gentlemen time to examine it, 
and, if they thought proper, to oppose it. Were 


he toask the House to take up immediately some | 
bill relating to fortifications or harbors, it would, 


prebably, not be opposed by those who now 
object to the consideration, some thirty days 
henee, of a bill of the utmost importance to the 
section of country from whence he came. 

The resolution was then agreed to—yeas 74, 
nays OU. ; ; 

CUSTOM-HOUSE AT NEWBERN, NORTH 

CAROLINA. 

Mr. PEARCE, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, reported a bill making an appropriation 
for a custom-house in the town of Newbern, 
North Carolina; which was read twice,and com- 
mitted, 

DUTIES ON LOCOMOTIVES, ETC. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Crayron, was taken up: 7 

Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and 
Means inquire into the expediency of reporting 
a law for the purpose of remitting the duties on 
locomotive engines, railroad car wheels, with 
rolled iron tires, axles, springs, &c., already 
imported, or which may hereatter be imported 
within two years. 

The quesuon being on Mr, Denny's resolution 
to amend the resolution so as to substitute the 
Committee on Manufactures for the Committee 
of Ways and Means, 

Mr. DICKERSON said, that at the first view 


of this subject he had been impressed with the | 


belief that it properly belonged to the Committee 


_ to which his resolution had reference had | 
) 
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the duties which are already paid into the Treas- 


ury on locomotive engines were to be refunded, | 
then it might be a proper subject for the Commit- 
But this is not the | 


tee of Ways and Means. 
state of the question. It will not be contested here 
that it would come within the purview of the 
duties of that committee to inquire what effect 
the abolition of these duties will have on our 
internal improvements, or our domestic industry. 
Yet, this is the very subject of investigation. 
It is not to inquire what effect the measure may 
have on the state of the Treasury, but on the sub- 
ject just alluded to; and also to ascertain how far 
our country has advanced in her improvements in 
these greatobjects. And, l apprehend, (said Mr. 
).,) the honorable chairntan of the Committee of 
Ways and Means will be somewhat disappointed 
by the result of this investigation. Mr. D. con- 
cluded by reiterating his conviction that the sub- 
ject should be referred to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures. 

Mr. MASON, of Virginia, said this was a 
mere question of reference, although it had been 
argued as though the fate of the proposition was 
involved in the inquiry. He referred to the rela- 
uve duties of the two committees, and contended 
that the subject peculiarly belonged to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means. The proposition 

| was one which regarded revenue. The Secretary 
of the Treasury had furnished estimates of the 
amount of accruing revenue to be derived from 
duties. The proposition before the House pro- 
posed to allow a drawback on certain articles in- 
cluded in the Treasury estimate, and to admit 
them free of duty hereafter. It was, therefore, 
| certainly the province of the Committee of Ways 
and Means to examine the subject. He could see 
no ground whatever for sending this inquiry to 
the Committee on Manufactures; and as propo- 
sitions of a similar character had at the last session 
been sent to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
he hoped the amendment would not prevail. 

Mr. CLAYTON said that the adoption of the 
|} amendment would, in effect, defeat his proposi- 
tion. It was the duty of the House to take care 
of all the great interests of the country. For 
this purpose, there were committees of different 
grades, and who had the care of particular inter- 
ests. The present was a proposition peculiarly 
affecting the great agricultural class of the coun- 
try. We had a Committee on Agriculture, and 
yet we are asked to send this inquiry to the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. Were he to propose to 
send this subject to the former committee, he 
would be told that it was improper it should go 
to a committee who had the care of agriculture, 
and were interested, but he was denied this argu- 
ment in reference to the Committee on Mahufac- 
tures; and thus the great agricultural interest 


must knock at the door of the Committee on Man- | 


| ufactures for relief. What chance would there 
be for success from sucha quarter? Some of the 
manufacturers, he believed, would rather have 
their eye-tecth drawn, than to submit to the loss 
of the profit ona four-penny nail. 

_ tee of Ways and Means, having the care of the 
revenue, was the proper one to judge between the 
two interests alluded to. ‘The Government can- 
not do without revenue; and it was for the com- 
mittee charged with that subject to examine how 
far the proposed measure would affect the finances 
of the country. He trusted that the amendment 
would not be adopted. 


Mr. DENNY referred to the precedents of the || 
last session, and contended that they were not | 


similar to the present proposition. In the cases 
which had been aan to, the articles had 
already been imported, and the duties were either 
paid into or secured by the Treasury. It was 
proposed to remit those duties, and as a subject 


merely of revenue they were referred to the Com- | 


mittee of Waysand Means. The present propo- 
sition proposed a wider range; it went not nae 


to remit the duties on articles already imported, | 


but to abolish the duties altogether on future im- 
portations, and thus to change the tariff, which 
was understood to be settled by compromise, for 
some time to come. But the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Crayton] had spoken of this prop- 
| ositionas one of agriculture. There had been no 


| of Ways and Means; but upon mature delibera- 
tion he was convinced it was more appropriately | 
referable to the Committee on Manufactures. If | 
the object (said Mr. D.) was to inquire whether | 
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| memorial from the agricultural interest on the 

subject, nor had it been recommended by the 
Committee on Agriculture. It was then merely 
the application of an individual member. Thjo 
| gentleman believed that the manufacturers would 
rather have theireye-tecth drawn, than submit to 
the loss of the profit on a four-penny nail; there 
| were, perhaps, others who would rather see the 
| Union dissolved, than submit to pay a duty ona 
| British four-penny nail, though at the same time 
an important branch of home industry was thereby 
| fostered and encouraged. 

Mr. SPEIGHT said, if this was a question in- 
volving the quantum of protection necessary to 
particular articles of manufacture, he might agree 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, [ Mr. Den- 
NY,] that it should go to the Committee on Man- 
ufactures; but this was a question of quite a dif- 
ferent nature. It proposed to allow a drawback 
on certain articles imported, and to permit others 
to be imported free of duty. It was a question 
affecting the revenue of the country. This was 
not the first time, when the question of jurisdic- 
tion had been raised, when a proposition had 
been offered affecting the peculiar interests of his 
constituents. As anagricultural community, his 
constituents labored under heavy disadvantages 
in carrying their articles to market, and he asked 
whether their grievances were to be entirely dis- 
regarded in order to favor the manufacturing in- 
| terests? This doctrine ought not to prevail ina 
government of equality and justice. The gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. Denny] had refer- 
red to a certain compromise tariff act. He was 
not disposed to disturb it, and it was a measure 
' which gave good grounds to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to rejoice. 

If, however, in the progress of events, it be- 
came apparent that any part of that act operated 
with undue oppression, it was certainly proper 
that it should undergo revision and amendmeat. 
Mr. S. read from the Journal of last session to 
show that on several occasions, subjects of a like 
| nature to the present had been referred, without 
objection, to the Committee of Waysand Means, 
and that bills had been reported and passed in 
conformity tothe recommendations of that com- 
mittee. These bills, however, were intended to 
benefit a different section of the country. No 
question of jurisdiction was then raised. In the 
course of six years’ service in this House, he 
| believed the universal practice had been to send 
all questions involving a reduction of duties to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. 

Mr. STEWART said, that upon his resolution 
of inquiry, it seemed the subject of the tariff was 
to undergo a general discussion. If the gentle- 
man from North Carolina (Mr. Speicut] desired 
that the compromise act, as it was called, should 
be repealed, he should have his hearty concur- 
rence. If this subject was to be discussed on 
isolated points, he would ask, where would it 
end? ‘The present proposition was said to in- 
volve the interests of agriculture. If so, why not 
extend it, and propose to abolish the duty on 
| plows and harrows? In order to arrest what he 
| conceived a most unnecessary discussion, and to 
| test the disposition of the House on the subject, 
he moved to lay the resolution on the table. 

Mr. CLAYTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
|| which were ordered, and were as follows: 

‘|| YEAS—Messrs. John Quincy Adams, John 
|| Adams, Heman Allen, William Allen, Anthony, 
| Banks, Barnitz, Baylies, Beaty, Beaumont, Blair, 
| Bockee, Brown, Burd, Burges, Chambers, Cha- 
| ney, Chilton, William Clark, Coulter, Cramer, 
| Crockett, Darlington, Amos Davis, Denny, 
Dickson, Dickerson, Evans, Edward Everett, 
Horace Everett, Fillmore, Forester, Philo C. 
Fuller, Gorham, Grennell, Hiland Hall, Halsey, 
Hard, Hardin, Hathaway, Hazeltine, Heath, 
Henderson, Heister, Ebenezer Jackson, Janes, 
| William C. Johnson, Cave Johnson, Henry 
|| Johnson, Lansing, Thomas Lee, Chittenden, 
Lyon, Joel K. Mann, Martindale, McIntire, Mc- 
Kennan, McKim, McVean, Miller, Robert Mit- 
chell, Morgan, Muhlenberg, Osgood, Parker, 
Patterson, Dutee J. Pearce, Phillips, Pierson, 
Pope, Potts, Ramsay, Reed, Schenck, Shinn, 
Slade, Sloane, Smith, Standefer, Steele, Stewart, 
Philemon Thomas, Thomson, Turner, Tweedy, 
Van Houten, Vinton, Wagener, Ward, Wat- 
/mough, Webster, Frederick Whittlesey, and 
‘| Elisha Whittlesey—92. 
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NAYS—Messrs. John J. Allen, Chilton Allan, || 
Archer, Barber, Barringer, Beale, Bean, Beards- 
ley, Binney, Briggs, Bull, Bunch, Bynum, Cage, || 
Cambreleng, Campbell, Carmichael, Carr, Casey, 
Chinn, Claiborne, Samuel Clark, Clay, Clayton, || 
Clowney, Coffee, Connor, Corwin, Crane, Dav- 
enport, Day, Deberry, Dickinson, Dunlap, Ew- | 
ing, Felder, Ferris, Foster, William K. Fuller, 
Fulton, Gamble, Gholson, Gillet, Gordon, Gra- 
ham, Grayson, Griffin, Joseph Hail, Thomas H. 
Hail, Hannegan, Joseph M. Harper, Hawkins, |. 
Hawes, Howell, Hubbard, Huntington, Inge, | 
William Jackson, Jarvis, Richard M. Johnson, 
Noadiah Johnson, Seaborn Jones, Kavanagh, 
Kilgore, King, Kinnard, Lane, Luke Lea, Lewis, _ 
Lincoln, Love, Loyall, Abijah Mann, Manning, | 
Mardis, John Y. eo Moses Mason, May, 
McCarty, McComas, McKinley, Mercer, Miner, 
Henry Mitchell, Moore, Murphy, Page, Parks, 
Peyton, Franklin Pierce, Pinckney, Polk, 
Rencher, Reynolds, Robertson, Augustine H. 
Shepperd, Spangler, Speight, Stoddert, William 
Taylor, Francis Thomas, Tompkins, Trumbull, 
Vance, Wardwell, Campbell P. White, Williams, 
and Wise—108. 

So the House zefused to lay the resolution on 
the table. | 

Mr. CHAMBERS then took the floor in sup- | 
port of referring the inquiry directed by the res- 
olution, to the Committee on Manufactures; but 
before he concluded his remarks, the hour de- 
voted to the discussion of resolutions had expired, 
and the House proceeded to the orders of the day. 


MILITARY LAND WARRANTS. 


The engrossed bill to extend the time for issu- | 
ing military land warrants to officers and soldiers | 
of the revolutionary war, was read a third time | 
and passed. 











PAY OF THE NAVY. 


The House then resolved itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union on the 
bill introduced by the select committee of which | 
Mr. Warmovucu is chairman, to equalize and | 
graduate the pay of the officers of the Navy, 
(Mr. Briges in the chair.) 

The question being on the amendment offered 
by Mr. Harper, of Pennsylvania, to strike out 
the sum of $5,500, as the compensation of asenior || 
captain commanding a squadron, and insert 
94,500: 

Mr. WATMOUGH regretted that it had been 
deemed necessary to make any motion for the | 
amendment of this bill. If gentlemen would re- || 
flect deliberately on the subject, he felt assured | 
they would convince themselves that such amend- | 
ments were inexpedient. He dwelt upon the jus- 
tice of allowing our naval officers a pay more ad- 
equate to their services, and such as should render 
them capable of supporting the honor and dignity 
of their country abroad, and the wants and neces- | 
sities of their families at home. They, in the 
course of their duties, necessarily often come in 
collision with those of similar grade in European 
ports; and they are bound, by all those obliga- 
ons implicating the honor of themselves and 
their country, to reciprocate those courtesies 
which are incident to an intercourse in civilized 
life. He need not remind the committee of the 
dangers and privations ofa sailor’s life—his strug- 
gles with the elements, and his noble daring, both 
in the tropics and in the hyperborean seas. All 
this was well known. 
mere matter of business, and not a subject for 
oratorical declamation. He therefore would con- 


not be deemed necessary to make any material 
amendment to the bill. ith these brief remarks, 
he would leave the subject to the liberality and 
magnanimity of the committee. 


by the select committee, did not, in some cases, 


in others? 
Mr. WATMOUGH replied, and was under- 
stood to say there was, in effect, no such decrease 
contemplated by the bill. 
Mr. FILLMORE said, it appeared from the 
ocuments on the table, that when this subject 
was first inteoduced there, it embraced a proposi- 
tion to equalize the pay of the officers of both 
the Army and the Navy. Itnow seemed that the 
committee had abandoned the subject of the pay 
of the Army, and confined themselves to the 





Navy. A bill had formerly been introduced by 





fight well—lect us pay them well. 


| such inadequate compensation. 


| its public servants? 

rals, he declared, received $10,000 per annum, | 
He con- || 
| tended that, out of this sum, it would be impos- 


Mr. W. said this was a || 
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the committee, embracing both of these interests, 
but that was now thrown aside, as he understood 


| the matter, and this substituted in its place. Had 
|| we gone on, and passed that bill (said Mr. F.) 


we should have increased the pay of the officers 
of the Army about $70,000, and that ofthe Navy 
about $163,000. After some further strictures on 
the present bill, Mr. F. concluded by express- 


| ing the necessity of appeernne the amendment 


of his colleague, [Mr. Harper, ] unless more rea- 
sons should be given for the present terms of the 


bill than had yet been advanced. 


Mr. WATMOUGH again replied. He said it 
was true the committee had abandoned the equal- 
ization bill, from a conviction, both on the part 
of the committee and of the Department, of its 
utter impracticability. In the minds of the mem- 
bers of the select committee, that point had been 
definitively settled. To do away with emolu- 


| ments in the Army was, in effect, to destroy its 


efficiency. In reporting the present bill, the com- 
mittee had begun with the highest pay, at $5,500, 
and gone down by regular and equitable grada- 
lion. ° 

Mr. CONNOR said he was for paying the offi- 
cers, both of the Army and the Navy, well. They 
He was for 
giving them an equitable—a liberal compensation; 
and would also be willing they should be enabled 
to lay up something for their old age. But (said 
Mr. C.) let us not go too far, nor too fast. He 
thought this was too great a liftat one movement. 
To increase a salary, at once, from $2,500 to 
$5,500 was more than he could sanction. He 
was constrained to go for the amendment. 

Mr. WARD supported the bill as reported. 


He said, while various changes and modifications 


', had been made in the arrangements of the Army, 


nene had taken place in the Navy, which now 
remained as it was when first organized, and had 
been, in every respect, most culpably neglected. 
He asked gentlemen to look at the changes and 
advances which had been made in the salaries of 
the officers of our Government; those of the Secre- 
taries of State, &c., were, at its organization, 
$3,500; they are now $6,000 per annum. He did 


| not complain of this increase—the state of the 


country demanded it; but he did deprecate the 
principle which left our gallant naval officers with 
If we would 
have our Government well administered, we 
should pay its officers with liberality. He asked, 
should this only free Government on earth—the 
only nation untrammeled with debt, show a nig- 
gardly and penurious disposition in recompensing 
English and French admi- 


while we hesitated to give ours five ! 


sible for the officer to save more than a bare sup- 
port for his family at home. He believed there 


| was not an American citizen, however humble, 
| who would not feel himself degraded did he be- 


lieve that the officer bearing the proud flag of his 
country did not reciprocéte those civilities ex- 
tended in him to a foreign port. Mr. W. de- 
clared his conviction that there was not an officer 
in our service who had not received a large fortune 
by inheritance who possessed adollar to bequeath 


| to his children! He hoped the amendment would 


not prevail. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND followed in a speech of 


some lengthandenergy. He said he was as much 


' the advocate of our gallant Navy as the gentleman 
clude by expressing a sincere hope, that it would | 
e 


who last addressed the committee, [Mr. Warp,] 


| or any other individual. He would not advocate 
_ the interest of the Army against the Navy, nor 
| those of the Navy against the Army. ‘They were 
| the two great arms of the national defense, and 


Mr. SPEIGHT inquired if the bill, as reported | 


he equally esteemed and respected both. But he 


i stood here as thé advocate of a class of men 
decrease the pay of officers, as well as increase it | 


whom he conceived to be unfairly dealt by in the 
bill before the committee. He referred to gunners, 


whose pay, he contended, would be decreased by 


the passage of the bill as reported. He proceeded 
at length to advocate the claims of those fighting 


| men in our gallant Navy, whose rights he deemed 
to be neglected. He expressed his determination 


to vote for a reduction of the salaries of the high 
officers, unless those of petty officers were cor- 


respondingly raised. 


{r. WATMOUGH explained, and Mr. 
SUTHERLAND briefly rejoined. 





AW 


Mr. PARKER thought this discussion entirely 


out of place. He wished to propose an amend- 
ment, by striking out all from the fifth to the tenth 
line, but this was decided not then to be in order. 

After some few remarks from Messrs. FLLL- 
MORE and WARD, the question was taken oa 
the amendment of Mr. Harper, and carried— 
ayes 90, noes 55. 

Mr. WATMOUGLHL then submitted a series of 
amendments graduating the pay of the other offi- 
cers so as to correspond with the reduction in the 
pay of captains by this vote decided on. 

Mr. WISE also submitted an amendment; and 

Atter some further remarks from Mr. WAT- 
MOUGH, calling the attention of the committee 
to the nature and necessity of his amendments— 

On motion of Mr. SPEIGHT, the committee 
rose, reported progress, and obtained leave to sit 
again, 

When the Speaker again resumed the chair, it 
was, on motion of Mr. WA'TTMOUGH, 

Ordered, That the amendments offered in com- 
mittee be printed for the use of the House. 

And then, on motion ef Mr. BRIGGS, the 
House adjourned, 


IN SENATE. 
Tuurspay, December 18, 1834. 


Petitions and memorials were presented by 


| Messrs. McKEAN and EHLENDRICKS. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. BIBB, on leave given, introduced the fol- 
lowing bills: 
A bill for the relief of Pierre Menard; 
A bill for the relief of Joseph Bogey; 
A bill for the relief of Antoine Peltier; and 
A bill to reduce the postage on periodical pam- 


| phlets, and to extend the franking privilege to 


| the head of the engineer department. 
The sail bills were read twice and referred. 
Mr. WAGGAMAN, onleave given, introduced 
a bill making an appropriation to complete the 
nulitary barracks at New Orleans; which was 
read twice and referred. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Naval Committee, 
reported the following bills, to wit: 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Michael Hagan, deceased; 

A bill for the relief of the heirs and legal rep- 
resentatives of Henry Eckford, deceased; 

A bill concerning the commanding officers of 
the Navy of the United States; 

A bill for the relief of Loami Baldwin; 

A bill for the relief of Henry B. Tyler; 

A bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of Isaac Garretson, deceased; 

A bill to change the titles of certain officers in 
the Navy ef the United States; 

A bill providing for the enlistment of boys in 
the Navy of the United States; and 

A bill to regulate the issuing of licenses to 
vessels navigated in whole or in part by steam. 

Mr. HENDRICKS, from the Committee on 
Roads and Canals, reported a bill making an ap- 
propriation for the improvement of the Wabash. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the legal represent- 
atives of Moses Shepperd, deceased; which were 
read the first time, and ordered to the second 
reading. 

Mr. WEBSTER, from the Committee on 
Finance, reported a bill to exempt certain mer- 
chandise from the operation of the tariff of 1828, 
under certain circumstances. 

Also, a bill for the relief of the owners of the 
brig Dispatch. 


BANK OF THE UNITED STATES, 


Mr. TYLER, from the Committee on Finance 
of last session, who were directed by a resolution 
of the Senate to investigate the condition of the 
Bank of the United States, made a report of great 
length, the reading of which occupied two hours 
and a half. ' 

A motion being made to print it, 

Mr. BENTON rose, not to object to the print- 
ing, nor to go into an argument in answer to the 
report, which would come more properly at an- 
other time, but to correct some errors which 
claimed his attention. His own name was made 
to figure in that report, in very good company, to 
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be sure—that of President Jackson, Vice Presi- 


dent Van Buren, and Senator Grundy. It seems 
that ve have all (said Mr. B.) been detected in 
something that deserves exposure—in the of- 
fense of aiding our respective constituents, or fel- 


low-citizens, in obtaining branch banks to be | 


located in our respective States; and upon this 
detection, the assertion is made thatthese branches 
were not extended to these States for political 
effect, when the charter was nearly run out, but 
in good faith, and upon our application, to aid 
the business of the country. Mr. B. said, it was 
true that he had forwarded a petition from the 
merchants of St. Louis, about 1826 or ’27, solic- 
iting a branch at that place; and he had accom- 
panied it by a letter, as he had been requested to 
do, sustaining and supporting their request; and 
bearing the testimony to their characters as men 
of business and property which the occasion and 
the truth required. He did this for merchants 
who were his political enemies, and he did it 
readily and cordially, as a representative ought 
to act for his constiluents, whether the y are for 
him, or against him, in the elections. So far so 
good; but the allegation of the report is, that the 
branch at St. Louis was established upon this pe- 
tition, and this letter, and therefore was not estab- 
lished with political views, but purely and simply 
for business purposes. Now, (said Mr. B.,) I 
have a question to put to the Senator from Vir- 
ginia, |Mr. Tyier,} who has made the report for 
the committee: itis this: whether the president 
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| field against him everywhere, and in every form; 
| its directors traversing the State, going to the 


or directors of the bank had informed him that | 


General Cadwalader had been sent as an agent 
to St. Louis, to examine the place, and to report 
upon its ability to sustain a branch ? 

Mr. ‘TYLER rose and said, that he had heard 
nothing at the bank upon the subject of General 
Cadwalader having been sent to St. Louis, or 
any report upon the place being made, 

Mr. BEN'VON, resuming, said, the committee 
has been treated unworthily, seurvily, basely, 
by the bank! It has been made the instrument 
to report an untruth to the Senate, and to the 
American people; and neither the Senate, nor that 
part of the American people who chance to be in 
this Chamber, should be permitted to leave their 
places until that falsehood was exposed. 

Sir, (said Mr. B.,) addressing the Vice Pres- 
ident, the president and directors of the Bank of 
the United States, upon receiving the merchants’ 
petition,and my letter, did not send a branch to St. 
Louis! ‘They sent an agent there, in the person 
of General Cadwalader, to examine the place, 
and to report upon its mercantile capabilities and 
wants; and upon that report, the decision was 
made, and made against the request of the mer- 
chants, and that upon the ground that the 
business of the place would not justify the estab- 
lishment of a branch. The petition from the 
merchants came to Mr. B. while he was here, in 
his seat; it was forwarded from this place to 
Philadelphia; the agent made his visit to St. Louis 
before he (Mr. B.) returned; and when he got 
home, iz the spring or summer, the merchants 
informed him of what had occurred, and that 
they had received a letter from the directory of the 
bank, informing them that a branch could not be 
granted; and there the whole affair, so far as the 
petiuon and the letter were concerned, died away. 
But (said Mr. B.) it happened justin that time 
that I made my first demonstration—struck my 
first blow—against the bank; and the next news 
that I had from the merchants was, that another 
letter had been received from the bank, without 
any new petition having been sent, and without 
any new report upon the business of the place, in- 
forming them that the branch was to con®! And 
come it did, and immediately went to work to 
gain men and presses to govern the politics of the 
State, to exclude him (Mr. B.) from reélection to 
the Senate, and to oppose every candidate, from 
Governor to constable, who was not for the bank. 
The branch had even furnished a list to the mother 
bank, through some of its officers, of the names 
and residences of the active citizens in every part 
of the State; and to these, and to their great aston- 
ishment at the familiarity and condescension of 
the high directory in Philadelphia, myriads of 
bank documents were sent, with a minute descrip- 
tion of name and place, postage free. At the 
presidential election of 1832, the State was deluged 
with these favors. At his own reélections to the 
Senate—the two last—the branch bank was in the 


| base trick of the bank. 


houses of the members of the General Assembly 
after they were elected, in almost every county, 
over a State of sixty thousand square miles; and 


then attending the Legislature, as lobby members, | 


to oppose him. Of these things Mr. B. had never 
spoken in public before, nor should he havedone it 


| now, had it not been for the falsehood attempted 


| all, 


to be palmed upon the Senate through the instru- 
mentality ofitscommittee. But having been driven 
into it, he would mention another circumstance, 
which also he had never named in public before, 
but which would throw light upon the establish- 
ment of the branch in St. Louis, and the kind of 
business which it had to perform. An immense 
edition ofa review ofhis speech on the veto message 
was circulated through his State on the eve of his 
last cleetion. It bore the impress of the bank foun- 
dery in Philadelphia, and was intended to let the 
people of Missouri see that he (Mr. B.) wasa ver 

unfit person to represent them; and afterwards it 
was seen from the report of the Government direc- 
tors to the President of the United States, that sev- 
ENTY-FIVE THOUSAND copies of that review were 
paid for by the Bank of the United States? That 
looked bad enough, (said Mr. B.,) but it was not 


' . . . = 
| worth while to get a review written, and to pub- 


lish an edition of sEVENTY-FIVE THOUSAND copics, 
was not thought worthy to be put in the Regis- 


That speech, of which the bank thought it | 








| ter of Debates !—that Register to which Congress | 
is a subscriber, and which purports to be a true | 


history of our debates. More; the replies to it 
were published inthe same Register! He spoke 
of the speech on the veto message. There was 
another, on the final passage of the bank bill, not 
totally suppressed, but compressed into noth- 
ing; six hours’ speaking put into a paragraph; 


-and his main speech on the whole bill thus | 
| converted into what an unfortunate orator of 
| Arkansas once said of his own in seeing the mar- 


rowless skeleton of his oration in the newspaper— 
** @ diminutive metamorphit !”’ 


| speech, inserted for him in that same Register, it 
| was an infamous falsification of the truth. Mr. B. 


had never mentioned these things publicly before, 
nor should he have done it now, except to show 


| that the falsehood of which the Senate’s commit- 


tee had been made the organ, is a part of the sys- 
tem of the bank, pervading our congressional his- 
tory even. It was his intention, at some proper 
time, to have a committee to report upon those 


Andas for a third | 


publications, called Registers of Debates, so far | 


as they have been published since the Bank of the 
United States has undertaken to wield the press. 
The one which he now had in his eye was that of 


| Messrs. Gales & Seaton. 


Mr. B. said that if he had had a line from the 
committee, (and he was within their reach all the 
summer,) he could have turned them to the in- 


| quiry which would have brought out the truth, 


with respect to the establishment of the St. Louis 


branch,and saved them from the imposition which | 


the bank directory had practiced upon them. As 


it was, he still wanted their help in a case which | 
| was now theirs,as well as his; it was to aid him 
in exposing the unworthy, the scurvy, and the | 


He should submit a res- | 


olution, requiring the committee to obtain from | 
_ the president of the bank a copy of General Cad- 
| walader’s report; a copy of the answer to the 
merchants; and a copy of the second letter, an- | 
nouncing the change of determination, and the | 


immediate establishment of the branch. 


Until | 


| those copies came in, he should say no more on | 


that point, but must be content to see his name 
figure in the myriad of copies of the report (the 
more the better) which would be printed, and 
which would give the village orators of the bank 


an opportunity of astonishing the natives who | 


came in from the heads of the creeks and the 
gorges of the mountains, with showing them 


what an inconsistent and unprincipled fellow this | 


Mr. Benton is; and to admire the delicacy of the 
bank which never publishes a private letter, nor 
exposes the names of public men. 

Mr. B. said there was another thing which 


| must be noticed now, because the proof to con- 


found it was written in our own Journals. He 
alluded to the ** hostility’’ of the President of the 


| United States to the bank, which made so large a 
| figure in that report. The ** vindictiveness’’ of the 
' President—the ‘‘ hostility’’ of the President, was 
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often pressed into the service of that report, which 
he must be permitted to qualify as an elaborate 
defense of the bank. Whether used originally, or 
by quotation, it was the same thing. The quota- 
tion from Mr. Duane was made to help out the 
argument of the committee—to sustain their posi- 
tion, and thereby became their own. The “rin. 
dictiveness’’ of the President towards the bank is 
brought forward with imposing gravity by the 
committee; and no one is ata loss to understand 
what is meant! The charge had been made too 
often not to suggest the whole story as often as it 
is hinted. The President became hostile to the 
president of the bank because he could not man- 
age him, and make him use the institution for 
political purposes! and hence his revenge, his 
vindictiveness, his hatred of Mr. Biddle, and his 
change of sentiment towards the institution. This 
is the charge which has run through the bank 
presses for three years, and is alleged to take 
date from 1829, when an application was made to 
change the president*of the Portsmouth branch. 
But how stands the truth, recorded upon our own 


| Journals? It standsthus: that for three consecutive 


years after the harboring of this deadly malice 


| against Mr. Biddle, for not managing the insti- 
| tution to suit the President’s political wishes— 


for three years, one after another, with this ‘* vin- 
dictive’’ hate in his bosom, and his diabolical 
determination to ruin the institution, he nomin- 
ates this same Mr. Biddle to the Senate as one 
of the Government directors, and at the head of 
those directors! Mr. Biddle, and some of his 
friends with him, came in upon every nomina- 
tion for three successive years, after vengeance 
had been sworn against him! For three years 
afterwards he is not only named a director, but 
indicated for the presidency of the bank by being 
put at the weet of those who came recom- 
mended by the nomination of the President, and 
the sanction of the Senate! Thus was he nomin- 
ated for the years 1830, 1831, and 1832; and it 
was only after the report of Mr. Clayton’s com- 
mittee of 1832 that the President ceased to nomin- 
ate Mr. Biddle for Government director! Such 
was the frank, confiding, and friendly conduct of 
the President, while Mr. Biddle, conscious that 
he did not deserve a nomination at his hands, 
had himself also elected during each of these 


| years, at the head of the stockholders’ ticket. 


He knew what he was meditating and hatching 
against the President, though the President did 
not! What, then, becomes of the charge faintly 
shadowed forth by the committee, and publicly 
and directly made by the bank and its friends? 
False! False as hell! and no Senator can say it 
without finding the proof of the falsehood re- 
corded in our own Journal! 

Mr. B. was not now going into a general an- 
swer to the report, but he must do justice to an 
absent gentleman—one of the purest men upon 
earth, both in public and private life, and who, 
after the nfanner he had been treated in this Cham- 
ber, ought to be secure, in his retirement, from 
senatorial attack and injustice. The committee 
have joined a conspicuous issue with Mr. Taney; 
and hey have carried a glorious bank victory over 
him, by turning off the trial upon a false point. 
Mr. Taney arraigned the legality of the conduct 
of the exchange committee, which, overleaping 
the business of such a committee, which is to buy 


| and sell real bills of exchange, had become invested 


with the power of the whole board; transacting 
that business which, by the charter, could only 
be done by the board of directors,and by a board 
of not less than seven, and which they could not 
delegate. Yet this committee of three, selected 
by the President himself, was shown by the re- 
port of the Government directors to transact the 
most important business; such as making im- 
mense loans upon long credits, and upon ques- 
tionable security; sometimes covering its opera- 
tions under the simulated garb and falsified pre- 
text of buying a bill of exchange; sometimes using 
no disguise at all. It was shown, by the same 
report, to have the exclusive charge of conduct- 
ing the curtailment last winter; a businecs of the 
most important character to the country, having 
no manner of affinity to the proper functions o 

an exchange committee; and which they con- 
ducted in the most partial and iniquitous manner, 
and without even reporting to the board. All 


this the Government directors communicated. 
All this was commented upon on this floor; yet 
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